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All the failures together 


It was bound to happen. Against the 
background of unabated national rot and in 
the face of mounting public disillusion- 
ment with the old parties, their leaders and 
their policies, the voices of the Establishment 
are now clamouring for a coalition, or a 
‘Government of national unity’ to rule 
Britain. 

We find the thinking behind this 
clamour quite pathetic. What in fact does 
the proposition amount to? Simply that 
we lump together all the failed men, all the 
failed parties and all the failed policies, and 
out of the resultant stew will come the 
ingredients of national success. This is about 
as realistic as the proposition that three 
cripples linking arms together will run the 
four-minute mile! 

And just supposing that such a coalition 
were formed, what could the nation expect 
from it? Well, there are a number of 


certainties. One is that we would stay in the 
Common Market. Another is that inflation 
would continue unchecked and Britain 
would stay deeply in the red. Another is 
that industrial strife would remain with us 
and hooligans of the extreme left would 
continue to hold the country to ransom. As 
for immigration, nothing would be done 
whatever. 

In short, all the things which have done 
Britain most harm in the last quarter-century 
would still be with us. 

Britain needs fundamentally new 
political ideas, not merely a ganging together 
for the preservation of old ideas. And she 
needs fundamentally new men — indeed 
wholly new types of men — to govern her 
and lead her out of the slough of despair. 
These things will not be obtained by a 
coalition of all that has proved rotten, 
inadequate and feeble in the past, but by 
throwing the failures of the past out of 
public life and never letting them come 
back. 


Rot in the Health Service 


On the face of it there is much that 
seems reasonable in the demand that private 
hospital facilities should not be available in 
hospitals operating within the National Health 
Service. There is, however, a great danger that 
in this issue socialist dogma will be allowed to 
take precedence over the welfare of people. 
The financially ailing Health Service has been 
greatly helped by the extra fees paid by 
private patients. If the right to pay these 
fees in return for superior medical treatment 
is withdrawn, the Service will further 
deteriorate through lack of funds. 

The recent rumpus over private patients 
is really no more than a by-product of a 


S PEARHE A D 


No. 78 AUGUST 1974 
Office: 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF, Surrey (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


Editor: John Tyndall 


Asst. Editor: Martin Webster 


Spearhead exists to reflect a cross-section of contemporary British nationalist opinion. It is 
privately published by its Editor and is independent of all political parties and groups. 

Unless specifically stated to the contrary, the views expressed in signed articles or letters are 
the sole responsibility of their authors and do not necessarily represent the views of the Editor or 
the policies of any political organisation Spearhead may support editorially. 

The appearance of an advertisement in Spearhead is not necessarily indicative that the Editor 


a any oa of, interest in or support for the product, service, organisation or function 
advertised. 

Spearhead welcomes enquiries from potential advertisers, to whom rates will be sent on 
request. Advertising matter, accompanied by pre-payment, must be submitted at least one month 


prior to the publis 


submitted. 


: g date (normally the first day of each month) of the issue for which the 
advertisement is intended. The Editor reserves the 


right to refuse to publish advertisements 


The Editor is pleased to receive from readers manuscripts of articles for possible publication 
which should normally be not longer than 1,250 words and typed in double-spacing. No payment is 
made for articles published, which become Spearhead copyright unless authors specifically request 
otherwise at the time they submit their manuscripts. The Editor reserves the right to shorten or 
otherwise amend articles accepted for publication should shortage of space or editorial judgment 


require such alteration to bemade. 


Those wishing to re-print Spearhead articles must first gain the permission of the Editor and 
undertake to include with the re-printed matter the author’s name and the name and address of 


Spearhead. 


Page two 


deeper malaise. It is common knowledge in 
the medical profession that for years the 
hospitals in this country have been 
deteriorating, due largely to the second-rate 
standards brought into the country by the 
huge number of foreign-born doctors and 
nurses on which the Service has come to 
rely. The fact that there are individual cases 
of very fine doctors and nurses from overseas 
should not be allowed to obscure the reality 
that their average quality is greatly lower 
than that which we have come to expect 
from our own native products. 

The policy of the Health Service, as 
pointed out in a Spearhead article last year, 
has for the past twenty years or so been to 
replace British medical staff with overseas 
staff by turning down applications by well 
qualified British students to medical schools 
and by depressing doctors’ pay so much 
that thousands of our best doctors have 
taken up appointments abroad. The result is 
that what was once one of the best Health 
Services in the world is now one of the 
poorest among the developed countries. 

In consequence, a growing number of 
those people in the upper income brackets, 
and even many of quite modest income, are 
prepared to pay for good services, usually 
from British doctors, rather than receive 
free of charge the often very poor services 
that have become common place in hospitals 
staffed predominantly by foreigners. These 
payments are one of the vital things that 
prevent the Health Service from descending 
ever deeper into the red. 

When the whole Service is overhauled 
by replacing foreign staff by British staff 
and thereby raising standards to what they 
should be the clamour of private patients for 
special services is likely to greatly diminish, 
thus avoiding the sort of unfortunate battle 
now taking place. 


British oil being mortgaged 


As the old gang politicians croon to the 
public about the great benefits cuming to us 
all when the oil of the North and Celtic 
Seas is properly flowing, they are busy with 
financial policies that are going to ensure 
the mortgage of the oil for an indefinite 
period. 

To cope with Britain’s ever worsening 
balance of payments position huge foreign 
currency loans are now being negotiated in 
the world’s financial markets. The eventual 
servicing and repayment of these loans could 
well exceed the net balance of payments 
contribution from North Sea oil for a long 
time. This is the finding of a report that 
appeared in /nvestors Chronicle last month. 
Said the report, “the U.K. is at the moment 
mortgaging its future, a regrettable but 
largely unavoidable reality which has not so 
far been made clear to the public at large. 
The only cause for comfort is that at least 
the U.K. has a future in the form of North 
Sea oil which it can mortgage.” 


The report estimated that by 1980 
Britain will have needed to raise at least 
£14,000,000 in foreign loans to cover her 
present balance of payments deficit, even 
before cumulative interest charges are taken 
into account, and that to cover the debt 
servicing payments that will fall due before 
1980 (the year at which self-sufficiency in 
oil is forecast) further foreign loans will have 
to be raised. 

Here we see a classic case of the 
modern international financial racket in 
operation. First, big loans. Then more loans 
to help repay the first loan. Then no doubt 
yet more loans to help repay those loans. 
From this quicksand of usury there is no 
escape, and that of course is just what is 
intended by the lenders. 

One word in the /nvestors Chronicle 
report is wrong, and it is a key word: the 
word “unavoidable”. This massive debt is 
entirely avoidable. Our balance of payments 
position could be put right very quickly by 
the simple method of slapping embargos on 
all unnecessary imports — and they comprise 
more than half our total import bill. 
‘Orthodox’ economics and finance, however, 
combined with our ‘obligations’ under the 
Treaty of Rome, just will not allow the 
nation to take this commonsense step. 
Utterly taboo today is any policy which 
might run the risk of freeing this country 
from the stranglehold of the international 
moneylenders. 


Ulster: back to square one 


It is hard to think of a more fatuous 
document than the latest Government White 
Paper on Northern Ireland, and one is left 
with the feeling that it must have been 
written by someone who for the last year and 
a half has been shut away in a sanatorium 
with no contact whatever with the events of 
the outside world. 

The White Paper asserts that the people 
of Ulster must decide what should fill the 
vacuum left by the collapse of the power- 
sharing executive, then immediately con- 
tradicts itself by insisting on two essential 
conditions of a new Ulster constitution, 
both of which are rejected by the majority 
of the Ulster people and both of which 
provided the main factors making for the 
collapse of the old constitution. The condi- 
tions are that there must be some form of 
power-sharing and that a “special relation- 
ship with Eire’? must be recognised. 

The report comments on the violence 
in Northern Ireland by saying: “If agreement 
is not reached, the troubles in Northern 
Ireland will not only remain but could 
intensify.” 

To attribute the “troubles” in Northern 
Ireland to the failure of political factions in 
the Province to reach agreement on a con- 
stitution is something that beats absurdity. 
anything that has come out of Westminster 
since the current phase of violence started 


in 1969, and that is saying something. 

To get a true perspective of the 
way the people of Northern Ireland are being 
treated, we have to imagine for a moment a 
hypothetic situation in, say, the Isle of 
Wight. For decades peace and order had 
prevailed in that island, and then one day a 
gang of violent criminals descended on it and 
started exploding bombs all over the place, 
killing and maiming hundreds of innocent 
citizens and terrorising the whole population. 
Investigation showed that this gang of 
criminals was acting in the service of a 
foreign power which wished to annexe the 
Isle of Wight. 

When the Government in London got to 
hear of these developments, instead of 
mobilising all the weight of the Police and 
Army to crush the criminal gang and restore 
order to the island it started lecturing to 
the islanders that they must find a way to 
live with the criminals and to thrash out a 
new constitution for the running of the 
island that would take the criminals political 
aspirations into account. Power would have 
to be shared, if not with the criminals 
directly, at least with those in whose cause 
their criminal acts were committed, and in 
the meantime a “special relationship” would 
have to be established with the foreign 
power whose ambition it was to annex the 
island — a special relationship in which 
whatever way the island was run would 
have to be acceptable to that foreign power. 

To people who would say that this little 
story belongs to the world of fantasy, we 
would answer that this represents precisely 
what is being done with Northern Ireland 
today, and the mentality behind the latest 
White Paper is fundamentally no different 
from the mentality that would permit the 
state of affairs just described to prevail in 
the Isle of Wight. 


Educating 
the public 


The Government really is in a fix over 
the Common Market! 

Tactics for fighting the last General 
Election demanded that Labour capitalised 
on the massive opposition of the British 
public to the Common Market, while of 
course the secret policy of Labour has 


‘always been one of support for British 


membership. The Labour leadership got 
around this one by saying that they would 
‘renegotiate’ the terms of the Market then 
conduct a public referendum on the Market., 
This obtained for them the best of both 
world: they did not commit themselves 
to getting out of the Market, but at the 
same time they placed themselves in a 
favourable position in relation to the Tories 
and Liberals to get anti-Marketeers’ votes. 
We said at the time that it was a 
complete waste of time anti-Marketeers 


voting Labour, for a Labour Government 
would betray the voters on the Market 
as soon as it got into office. 

This is exactly what is now happening. 
Mr. Callaghan has dutifully gone through 
the motions of discussing the terms. He has 
won one or two very small points, as 
intended for public consumption, but the 
essence of the terms remains the same. 

There is only one snag remaining — 
Labour’s electoral pledge that there will be 
a referendum. How to get over this? It 
was reported (Evening Standard 18.7.74) 
that Labour leaders were working on this 
problem. Said the report: “Mr. Wilson’s 
pro-Market ministers . . . consider that if 
they are to get the result they favour, then 
the referendum will have to be preceeded 
by a public “educational” campaign in 
favour of saying “yes” to Europe.” 

We have been warned! 


Race Gestapo 
at it again 


The story of the harrassment and 
intimidation of 75-year-old widow. Mrs. 
Winifred Stevenson, by the Race Relations 
Board is one of the most disgraceful episodes 
in the odious career of that organisation. 

Mrs. Stevenson had refused to let a 
room to a Sikh in her house in Northampton. 
This was reported in June to the East 
Midlands ‘Conciliation Committee’, who 
decided that ‘unlawful discrimination’ had 
taken place under the Race Relations Act 
of 1968, as Mrs. Stevenson had previously 
let more than two rooms of her six-roomed 
house and was therefore not exempt. 

There followed weeks of badgering 
and threats against the old lady by the 
Board, at the end of which she was ordered 
to come to London and appear at the Board’s 
headquarters for a ‘carpeting’. As part of 
this she was told to submit herself to the 
humiliation of ‘apologising’ to the Sikh and 
promising that she would never discriminate 
again. 

She flatly refused. “I do not see any 
reason for an apology,” she said. “I think 
the Board should apologise to me for their 
harrassment.” 

Mrs. Stevenson said that she would 
not be taking in any more lodgers after this 
intrusion. As an elderly widow, forced to 
live on the meagre old-age pension and 
widow’s pension, she relied greatly on the 
income she derived from the letting of her 
rooms to keep up reasonable living standards. 
She has preferred to give this up rather than 
lose her self-respect by capitulating to the 
bullying of the Race Relations Board and 
cringing to the Sikh. We salute her. 

As for the contemptible Race Rela- 
tions Board, let us hope that there will come 
a day when this gang of quislings receives 
just retribution from an aroused British 
people. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Public Order Act impotent while 
incitements to violence are ignored 


THE interest in the “Battle of Red Lion 
Square”, how it came about, and the 
possibility of future disorders, has been 
sustained as a result of the Inquest into the 
circumstances of the death of student rioter 
Kevin Gately and the appointment by the 
Home Secretary of a Judicial Inquiry into 
the events which took place on Saturday 
15th June. 

As it promised shortly after the “Battle 
of Red Lion Square”, the National Front 
has prepared a full report for the attention 
of the Home Secretary and the members of 
the Judicial Inquiry. This report, which will 
be published at about the time this article 
was written (mid July) deals not just with 
matters directly pertaining to the National 
Front march to Conway Hall, Red Lion 
Square, London, on 15th June, and to 
events which took place away from the 
National Front column on that day, but with 
the sustained.and carefully organised build-up 
of acts of violence against National Front 
activities of all types in various parts of the 
country, and incitements to the admissions 
of such violence published in the extreme 
Left Wing press. 

The central theme of the National 
Front report is that the violence which took 
place at and near to Red Lion Square did 
not come about by accident — by one 
section of Left Wing marchers thinking that 
they were to turn right, and another section 
thinking that they were to turn Left, and 
that the resultant confusion caused clashes 
with the Police — as the Sunday Times would 
have us believe in its ‘Insight’ survey of the 
troubles. 

The National Front asserts, and its 
report proves beyond any doubt, not just 
that the violence which took place in Red 
Lion Square was carefully planned long 
before the event, but that the violence 
which took place there could only have come 
about as a result of a long-standing campaign 
by certain extreme Left Wing groups to incite 
their supporters to engage in acts of violence 
against the National Front and to persuade 
them that such violence is a rightful and 
above all “successful” mode of political 
expression, even when such violence is in no 
way retaliatory or defensive. 


PRE-EMPTIVE STRIKES 
This orchestrated campaign to promote 


violence on the streets of Britain as a method 
of “smashing the National Front’ is 
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effected, the NF report reveals, in two ways. 
Firstly, the leaders of extreme Left Wing 
groups continually publish in their journals 
and booklets articles which advocate and 
seek to justify acts of mass physical violence 
against the National Front and other 
“racist and fascist reactionaries” as a self- 
defence for the future. “The NF may not be 
attacking us now and smashing up our 
organisations — but that is only because 
they are not yet big enough to do so,” rant 
the Left Wing polemecists. “Therefore it is 
up to us to stop the growth of the NF by 
means of pre-emptive strikes.” 

Such paranoid reasoning, and the 
criminal activities which are inevitably 
engaged in by those who follow it through 
to its ‘logical conclusion’ are perhaps best 
illustrated in two booklets published by 
Tariq Ali’s International Marxist Group and 
heavily advertised in the issues of the I.M.G. 
paper Red Weekly prior to 15th June. The 
two booklets are Fascism — Smash It Now! 
and Fascist and Racists — Free Speech Will 
Not Stop Them. Extracts from these two 
booklets, which are quoted in the NF 
Report, are as follows: 

Fascism — Smash It Now! 

“It should be clear that depriving 
fascists of a platform and stopping them 
from organising publicly involves a level of 
physical confrontation . . . To emphasise 
this at the expense of the political and 
ideological would be suicidal. Nevertheless, 
it is necessary to give special emphasis to the 
‘military’ side of things... 

“ . . The essential point about self- 
defence (sic) is to demoralise your opponent 
and destroy his confidence in himself and his 
chosen course of struggle. By doing this you 
destroy his ability to win support and influ- 
ence. On the basis of this very concrete 
analysis of the opponent, we have established 
the essential principle of anti-fascist struggle. 
This principle should override all ideological 
differences within the workers’ movement. It 
is necessary to immediately form a united 
front for self-defence of all those forces 
prepared to fight against the fascists and 
put a stop to their development. . . 

“. . If we encourage reliance on the 
Police and Courts today, we will disarm 
ourselves for the attacks of tomorrow; when 
the workers do attempt to defend them- 
selves with the most reliable means, that is, 
by their own action, it will soon be clear 
whose side the Police are actually on. All 
these points demonstrate the futility of the 
view that the way to stop the fascists is to 
pass laws against them. Apart from their 


unenforceability, such laws will not be 
against ‘fascists’. They will be against 
‘extra-Parliamentary agitation’, or against 
the private ownership of weapons. In other 
words, such laws will be used, not against 
the Right, but against the Left. The effect of 
these laws is therefore to literally disarm 
the workers’ movement the more it needs 
to defend itself. The task is not to convince 
them that their ideas are wrong, but to stop 
them spreading their agitation...” 

Fascists and Racists — Free Speech Will 
Not Stop Them. 

“The bourgois press has correctly 
pointed out that the N.U.S. resolution to 
stop fascists and racists ‘by any means 
necessary’ including ‘disruption of meetings’ 
almost certainly involves at some stage the 
use of violence... We must seek to build a 
united front now of all those forces in the 
workers’ and students’ movements who are 
prepared to take concrete steps to stop the 
fascists . . . the only way to defend our- 
selves against the fascists is to drive them off 
the campuses and off the streets...” 

After making reference to riots against 
the Mosley movement in the 1930’s and 
assaults on Conservative M.P.’s at universities 
in recent years, the booklet continues: 

“<, . All these actions have been against 
‘free speech’ and contained a good deal of 
violence, but they were necessary to defend 
class interests and the worker’s movement...” 

General incitements to violence against 
the National Front have not been confined 
to the long and often boring theoretical 
publications of the I.M.G. Similar incite- 
ments, along with incitements to violence 
against specific NF activities, have also 
regularly been printed in Red Weekly. A 
typical example, penned by Tom Cameron, 
appeared on 6th June, two weeks before the 
Red Lion Square fracas: 

“It is absolutely essential that the 
N.U.S. sticks to its original policy .. . 
stopping fascist activities ‘by any means 
necessary’ aimed at breaking up the confid- 
ence, organisation and combativity on which 
the lethal cycle of fascist growth depends. 
This is nothing other than self-defence, and it 
must be done now before the fascists get 
bigger and bolder . . . Of course it is necessary 
to fight fascist ideas too. But this task should 
not cut across the equally important job of 
driving them off the streets...” 


RED HYMN OF HATE AND VIOLENCE 


Generalised incitements to violence 
against the National Front are not the 
exclusive preserve of the International 
Marxists. The International Socialists and 
many others have also joined in the I.M.G.’s 
polemical hymn of hate and violence, as the 
NF report illustrates with numerous docu- 
mented quotations. 

Such generalised incitements have, of 
course, been accompanied by numerous 
instances of incitements to violence against 


specific National Front activities. Samples of 
these were given in the May, 1974 Spearhead, 
“Red Violence: Will We Have To Meet Force 
With Force?”) But those quotations, valuable 
in themselves, relate to incidents which took 
place in the Autumn of 1972. The NF 
report contains many updated examples of 
specific incitements to violence, and also 
quotes of praise of violent acts after they 
have been perpetrated. Here are some 
examples of both types of incitement: 

“... The Front has called a demonstra- 
tion to protest against the ‘concessions’ which 
the Labour Government has given to 
Immigrant families . . . Fascists should 
always be countered when they take ‘to the 
streets. But this occasion is special. It is a 
question of backing up the anti-Fascist 
militants in the colleges . . . We call on all 
working class organisations to build an 
effective counter-demonstration to the NF 
for the 15th...” (Red Weekly, 6/6/74). 

“.. . The National Front has called a 
provocative national demonstration .. the 
ultra-Right must be stopped by any means 
necessary and by a massive counter-mobilisa- 
tion... . militants in Preston set an example 
last Wednesday ...”’ (Red Weekly, 30/5/74). 

The incident in Preston referred to in 
this quotation relates to the brave feat of a 
few coach-loads of students from colleges in 
Lancashire descending on a little pub where 
the new local Branch of the NF was about to 
have a private meeting and so terrorising 
the landlady and her ordinary customers 
that she cancelled the booking to the NF. 

. We must continue to fight on 

other occasions to deny a platform to the 
racists and Fascists of the National Front . 
— Mr. Joe Richards, Chairman of the Red 
dominated Oxford Trades Council, addressing 
open-air meeting of 300 I.M.G. and IS. 
students in Oxford on 21st May, 1974, after 
they had brawled with the Police and vainly 
tried to prevent an NF meeting taking place 
in Oxford Town Hall. (Report in Oxford 
Mail of 22nd May). 

“Demonstrations. Anti-fascist march 
and rally. Show your hatred of National 
Front propaganda. Assemble 2.30 p.m. 
today. Charing Cross Embankment for march 
to meeting in Conway Hall — L.A.C,, 
Liberation.” (Classified Advertisement in the 
Communist Party paper Morning Star, 
15/6/74). 

. The only thing left, therefore, is 
to confront the racialists on their own ground 
when they do rear their ugly heads to the 
extent of trying to demonstrate .. .” Mrs 
Joan Hyams, member of the Executive of 
Liberation, in a letter to the Kilburn Times 
dated 14th June, 1974, promoting support 
for the Liberation march against the National 
Front the following day. Mrs. Hyams is a 
member of the Communist Party. 

The above are just a small selection of 
the examples of incitements to violence 
against specific National Front activities 
during the weeks immediately before 15th 
June contained in the NF’s report. 


INCITEMENTS CAUSED VIOLENCE 


When all these generalised as well as 
specific incitements to violence against the 
NF, and praise of violent acts perpetrated 
against the NF published in the Left press, 
are considered in conjunction with the 
violent attacks made on lawful, and some- 
times private, NF activities in various parts 
of the country immediately prior to 15th 
June, who can doubt that the Left Wing 
riot in Red Lion Square was a highly 
organised and premeditated affair? More 
important, who can doubt that the various 
incitements to violence which have filled 
the Left press for a period of months, 
indeed years, prior to last June 15th played a 
decisive role in making the riot possible? 

Many hundreds of people out of sight 
and earshot of their political opponents, do 
not make a concerted charge on a Police 
line unless they have been veritably brain- 
washed into believing that such an assault is a 
reasonable way to behave. A few score 
people on any demonstration — ‘nutters’ — 
will always be prepared, with no pretext at 
all, to engage in extremes of criminal 
conduct — but for more than a thousand 
people to behave in such a way is a ‘tribute’ 
to the conditioning of propaganda incitement. 

In view of this it is reasonable to 
suppose that had the Authorities cracked 
down on the kind of incitement to violence 
to which I have drawn attention in this 
article when such incitements first began to 
be published two years ago — as they were 
well entitled and obligated to do under 
present Law — then London and her hard- 
pressed Police force might well have been 
spared the appalling “Battle of Red Lion 
Square”. This is certainly the view of the 
NF Report. 

Spearhead readers will remember that 
in September, 1972, the National Front 
drew to the attention of the Commissioner 
of the Metropolitan Police and to the Chief 
Constable of the Lancashire Constabulary 
the clear link which existed between brazen 
incitements to physical violence against the 
National Front, the Monday Club, and the 
lawful activities of those organisations in 
the publications of the Left current at that 
time, and the fact of mob assaults which 
were inflicted against NF and MC meetings 
and marches. Our readers will also know 
that for some reason none of the NF’s letters 
to these Police Authorities were even 
acknowledged, much less acted upon. 

This disinterest and inaction cannot 
be blamed on the Police. While the Police 
are in theory independent of the politicians, 
at the highest level they do have to act in 
matters which have political overtones with 
various Judicial and Civil Service bodies 
which are controlled by politicians. The 
Attorney General’s office, for example, gives 
advice to the Police concerning’ possible 
lines of investigation, and, of course, the 


Attorney General himself is a political 


appointee. 

Likewise, the very top Policemen are 
Top People with their Careers to think about. 
The Left, even the extreme Left, have 
friends in Fleet Street and in Parliament 
who can make life hot for people who make 
life hot for Left Wingers simply for engaging 
in the progressive sport of “fascist bashing”. 
On the other hand,-people like the National 
Front have few if any Fleet Street friends or 
friends in Parliament to make a fuss . . . thus 
they and their civil rights can’t be very 
important. 


OFFICIAL ‘BLIND EYE’ 


But this careless attitude to the rights 
of the member of the National Front, and 
consequent unwillingness to clamp down on 
the criminal activities of its opponents has 
not just made life difficult for the NF. It 
has made life more and more difficult for 
ordinary Policemen who have to cope with 
the gross acts of violence which have been 
whipped up by those who promote the 
violent demonstrations of the Left, and who 
have had an official ‘blind eye’ turned to 
their activities. 

As the NF report states: 

“That the Authorities over the years 
have not had the moral and political courage 
to grasp the nettle of extreme Left Wing 
violence and conspiracy is one of the main 
causes of the violence and injury which took 
place in Red Lion Square on June 15th. 

“The National Front believes that this 
report exposes so much negligence and 
inertia — not on the part of the Police 
force, but on the part of those who have 
the authority to influence what action shall 
and shall not be taken by the Police — that 
it may be completely ignored by both 
politicians and the captains of the media...” 

National Front members have a duty 
to see to it that the NF report on the 
“Battle of Red Lion Square” and what led 
up to it is not ignored. The text of the report 
will shortly be reproduced in booklet form. 
Branches of the NF, and individual party 
members must buy as many copies as they 
can and circulate them to all persons whom 
they know of any influence. A very much 
wider section of the population must learn 
what the Left is up to and who are the 
real promoters of political violence on the 
streets of Britain. 

Thousands of copies of the report 
circulating to newspaper editors, M.P.’s 
Councillors, and many other prominent 
figures in the local and national community, 
can produce a groundswell of public feeling 
and behind-the-scenes questioning which will 
give the Police the backing they need to 
take the action they know they will have 
to take. 

NF members have got to set about 
making a fuss — a big fuss. With this NF 
report they now have the ‘ammunition’ they 
need to give that fuss real substance. 
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IAN STEVENSON 


THOSE IN PERIL 


ON THE 


THE RECENT OIL EMBARGO underlines 
the usefulness of the old weapon of 
blockade, so often used with such effect by 
ourselves. It also underlines the vulnerability 
of the British Isles to any dislocation of 
imports. It is oil that is short this year, but in 
the next decade or so several important raw 
materials will become very scarce. Even ina 
less industrial and technological past we 
guarded against this vulnerability in three 
ways. 

Firstly, our overseas investments, 
though mainly private, gave the country 
a claim on foreign resources. 

Secondly, by building up _ the 
Dominions and Colonies, which gave secure 
supplies, bases and manpower. 

Thirdly, by having 
strongest navy. 

We still have large overseas invest- 
ments despite the inroads of two World 
Wars, but they are mixed blessings. By 
moving capital out of the country and 
investing it may be in lands of our business 
competitors it may well be to the 
national — if not the private or company — 
disadvantage. They can also be hostages to 
be threatened with nationalization. In the 
long run our investments in Africa, Latin 
America and Asia are probably lost to us. 
Most of these countries cannot efficiently 
run their economies and, to placate local 
feeling, will probably try to seize foreign 
assets. As most of these countries are 
enmeshed in a cobweb of debt, “‘nationalis- 
ation” may well deliver these assets into the 
hands of the International Financiers. 

Our Colonies, apart from Hong Kong, 
are now independent and are of course 
mainly to be found in the three continents 
mentioned above. The Dominions seem to 
be driftmg further away. However, the next 
few crises may yet convince them that 
internationalism does not increase their 
security or independence; indeed it 
diminishes both, as we have found to our 
cost. 

The economies of Canada, Australia, 
New Zealand and South Africa, if linked 
with our own, could be virtually self- 
sufficient ... if we wished it so! 

What then of our Navy? This at least 
is under our own control. 

It is apparent to all that the power of 
the Royal Navy is now a long way behind 
that of the navies of Russia and the U.S.A. 
It should also be apparent, but often is not, 
that a strong navy is vital to a country that 


the world’s 
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SEA 


imports so many of its requirements. Our 
communications, especially with the 
Dominions, are as vital now as they were 
thirty year ago. 

The more simple minded believe that 
our Navy is only required to fight the 


Russians, and that we will in that case: 


depend on the large American fleet. How- 
ever, who can say what enemies will appear 
and allies disappear? A stronger navy places 
our security in our own hands and not some 
one else’s. Our present position seems to be 
represented on our coins. The fifty penny 
piece shows Brittania with her shield and 
trident in one hand and a hopeful olive 
branch extended to the World. (The other 
fifty penny piece shows the nine grasping 
hands of the E.E.C.!) The American Navy is 
in any case a curious mixture of very old 
ships and a few new ones of massive 
expense ... and dubious performance in some 
instances. The U.S. Navy now has to 
manage with fourteen attack carriers to 
divide among its four fleets. Only six of 
these have been delivered since 1960 and 
only one is due before 1980. They are good 
ships but even they cannot be in two 
places at one. Our own Navy has only one 
attack carrier, the Ark Royal — its life 
extended to 1978, and two or three 
commando carriers. The French have two 
carriers but their combined tonnage only 
just exceeds that of the Ark Royal. 


PROTECTING TRADE ROUTES 


It is not my intention to survey, in a 
short article, all the areas of modern naval 
warfare. These areas include the nuclear 
deterrent, the role of the nuclear “hunter 
killer’ submarine, the carrier and its strike 
aircraft, amphibious warfare, anti-guerrilla 
patrol, anti-submarine warfare and fleet 
actions. There are usually informative and 
interesting books at the public library. I 
will stick by the theme of maintaining 
trade routes and the protection of the mer- 
chant ships which sail them. 

It must not be assumed that the Royal 
Navy, because it is the third navy of the 
World, can cope with any other fleet apart 
from those of the Super-Powers. We 
probably will not have a local superiority, 
or we may face a combination of enemy 
fleets. To withdraw our Navy from many 
areas of the World and declare no further 


interest in such regions does not alter the 
fact that our supplies come from every 
corner of the Globe. 

What sort of threat could our merchant 
ships and their escorts face? 

It is probable that our future enemies 
will operate under various flags but that 
certain key personnel and equipment will be 
supplied by the Super-Powers, especially 
Russia or China. The role of “technicians or 
advisors” is already widespread. 

At the end of the last century it was 
hoped (or feared) that the mine and torpedo, 
being “sneaky” weapons, might enable small 
navies to successfully attack the larger. The 
mine is not much use in the open sea and 
torpedo boats can no longer approach 
shielded by night or fog — radar sees 
through both. The Surface-to-Surface missile 
(SSM) is the modern hope of the small navy. 
A number of navies now have boats, smaller 
and cheaper than our frigate escorts, which 
carry missiles capable of destroying the 
usual escort vessel. As these boats are not 
expected to sail far from home they can be 
made small and in great numbers. An 
example of their usefulness was the sinking 
of an Israeli destroyer in 1967 by a missile 
boat skulking in harbour! 

These missiles can also be placed on 
older, obsolete destroyers. The missile has a 
range of about twenty to thirty miles. The 
typical British escort has one of two 4.5 
inch guns with a range of about ten miles. 
In theory the escort could be picked off at 
range and the convoy hunted down. The 
Royal Navy is to purchase a number of 
“Exocet” SSM from France — as is the 
United States. These missiles will be fitted 
mainly to the larger escort and will equal 
the odds as long as the enemy is sporting 
enough only to send one missile boat. 
Fortunately, there are other possibilities. 
Certain passive measures such as jamming 
enemy guidance systems, decoy flares (for 
the missiles that home on the heat given 
off by a ship) anti-missile missiles or 
rapid-fire guns. Helicopters, carried by most 
escorts, can be adapted to fire missiles against 
these boats. They will have little chance if 
the attackers deploy even a second rate, 
cast-off jet fighter. However, if the convoy 
is over two hundred miles from the shore 
this should reduce the interference of these 
planes. If the convoy is really fortunate, it 
will have naval or R.A.F. air cover. 


EAST OF SUEZ 


At the moment the question must be 
asked “‘will they have any protection at all 
if they sail East of Suez?” This Government 
is to reduce the navy in this area to three 
ships, one on guard at Hong Kong, one at 
Singapore and one carrying out the 
strategically ‘vital’ task of blockading 
Rhodesia — a task now in its eighth year! 

At the other end of the scale we may 


face the old destroyer, transferred from a 
Western navy, with six or even eight guns of 
four to five-inch calibre. Many of our 
frigates have had, or will have, their 4.5s 
removed to fit anti-submarine or anti-aircraft 
missiles (SAMS). Admittedly, the modern 
gun fires more rapidly and more accurately 
over a greater range; also some SAMS can 
be used in a surface to surface role but some 
escorts will have nothing larger than a 40mm 
gun to use against surface warships. 

The submarine threat is one most of 
our ships are quite well equipped to meet — 
once a shadowing submarine’s intentions 
have been identified as hostile. 

Our most direct trade routes go across 
the great oceans, across the Atlantic to 
Canada, down the Atlantic to South Africa 
and across the Indian Ocean to Australia, 
New Zealand and the Far East. Most of 
these routes are well away from hostile, 
indeed any, shores. The defence of the 
Cape of Good Hope is of course vital, 
perhaps more so than that of Singapore. 
(The Liberals in their last-election manifesto 
advocated that we should go to Australia 
and New Zealand via Panama so, one 
presumes, as to avoid the naughty racialists 
of South Africa. 

A major problem for any naval com- 
mander is the location of enemy ships in the 
great vastness of the oceans. Both Russia 
and America maintain a satellite survey of 
the World; a survey which can detect ships 
at sea (so we are told). In many war 
situations short of World War Three, our 
enemies are likely to be given the results 
to this surveillance. Space has literally added 
a new dimension to modern warfare. 

Other “Space-Age’’ weapons include 
the Russian SSM with a boasted range of 
four hundred miles. This missile, and similar 
ones, can be fired from submarines and 
surface ships. In the next ten years these 
weapons may well find their way into the 
navies of other “‘Socialist’’ countries. 


LIMITATIONS 


These weapons are not as devastating 
as they sound. Radio guidance and radar 
detection waves travel in straight lines while 
the Earth is curved. This tends to limit 
effective range to about 25-30 miles. High 
flying aircraft, with a more distant horizon, 
can position themselves between launcher 
and target and guide the missile home. 

Large maritime aircraft capable of 
firing long range “stand-off” missiles are, at 
present, restricted to the bigger powers. Some 
of these missiles have a range of 60-100 
miles and can be launched outside the range 
of all British naval SAMS. Apart from the 
difficult task of intercepting or confusing 
the attacking missile, the only real defence 
is to hit back at the launching aircraft with 
our own fighters. Carriers are expensive and, 
as indicated, can only be in one general area 
at a time. However, Britain has a unique 


aircraft — the verticle take-off Harrier. The 
Harrier is capable of deployment in medium 
sized ships, thus making it more available as 
it can go to sea in more ships. It is the most 
effective answer against maritime and fighter 
aircraft as well as against missile boats. The 
payload of the Harrier is reduced by the 
vertical take-off, but by steaming into the 
wind, as carriers did in the last war, the 
amount of lift can be increased in a way not 
open to land-based Harriers. 

The U.S. Marine Corps. is delighted 
with it (it is the only non-American fighter 
to be used by U.S. forces since the war). It 
could easily be used by the fair number of 
helicopter or commando carriers which both 
we and the Americans have. It could double 
the number of fighter-carrying ships “at a 
stroke”. It could also be employed by the 
half dozen or so navies operating old British 
Carriers generally considered too small for 
modern jet fighters. After years of delay, the 
Royal Navy is to have a “Harrier-Carrier” — 
H.M.S. Invincible, officially known as a 
through-deck cruiser. The export potential 
of this aircraft is enormous but foreign navies 
are reluctant to buy until we do. Spain is an 
exception but she is acquiring her Harriers 
from those delivered to the U.S.A. They 
believe that a direct order to Britain would 
be embargoed by a Labour or Liberal 
Government. 

According to the Sunday Telegraph of 
April 21st, the Iranians wish to buy both 
the Harrier and a through-deck cruiser in 
which to deploy it. It is alleged that (Labour) 
this Government tried to sell them the 
Invincible, which is of course still being 
built. However, the Iranians, not unrea- 
sonably, want the Royal Navy to take 
delivery of the ship so as to prove the design 
before they place a firm order. 


However, commercial considerations 
apart, this weapon system is essential if we 
are to sail in waters not overflown by the 
R.A.F. If the Left Wing get their way and we 
give up our “Imperial” bases, then these 
waters will start south of Cape Finisterre in 
Spain. 

In the long term the Commonwealth 
will need its own satellite surveillance system 
and a space vehicle for destroying “spy 
satellites”. This will be expensive but the 
British World is worth it. As much of the 
U.S. Space Shuttle was designed by the 
British Aircraft Corporation it should not 
be beyond our skills or our combined means. 

Our future naval enemies may well 
have the most modern weaponry supplied 
by any of the Super Powers (including 
China). To give our ships and men the best 
chance of survival against these threats it is 
essential that Britain and the Common- 
wealth maintain strong navies. Weakness will 
not encourage potential enemies to leave us 
alone. Our naval strength is as needed now 
as at any time in the last century. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


“Well, you know what they say — as long as they love each other...” 
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TED WALKER 


Local 
Government 
Finance and 
the Rates 
Scandal 


AT the 1973 Conference of the National 
Front a resolution favouring the abolition 
of the present rating system was referred 
back to the National Directorate for further 
consideration after discussion by the mem- 
bers present. 

Since then the burden of local rates on 
the ordinary ratepayer has soared sky high, 
in many instances doubling the previous 
year’s demand. The overall increase being 
much in excess of the general level of 
inflation. 

Throughout the country there has been 
an eruption of protest and a shocked mass of 
voters have been searching for leadership 
on this question. 

In most areas the party in opposition 
on the local council has sought to lay the 
blame on the party in power with the 
ludicrous result that in many adjacent 
districts Labour Councillors in opposition 
were blaming the Tories whilst a few streets 
away in the next council area Tories in 
opposition were blaming the Labour 
majority. 

Of course in every area the Liberals 
have tried to gain support by blaming both 
the major parties but without being able 
to put forward any coherent idea which 
could have any significant effect on the 
size of the rates bills. 

Many ideas have been put forward by 
many different individuals and groups, the 
most frequently mentioned idea being that 
of a local income tax. In my view however 
the objections to such a system far outweigh 
any advantages. 

The introduction of a local income 
tax would involve the creation of a whole 
new bureaucracy to deal with tax forms 
completed by unwilling citizens which 
merely duplicated those they had laboriously 
filled in for the Inland Revenue. The result 
would be as inequitable as the present 
system, since the overall earnings of the 
people in each administrative area must vary 
tremendously according to the type of area. 
The local income tax rate in, say, the area 
which includes Hampstead Garden Suburb 
might be as low as Ip in the pound whilst 
that in my own area of North-East England 
could take much of what was left after the 
Inland Revenue had taken its toll. 

There has always been a strong argu- 
ment that local expenditure should be paid 
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for by locally raised funds, but since the war 
the contribution from central Government 
funds has continued to increase until today 
an average of some 60 per-cent of local 
expenditure comes from that source. In view 
of this situation and the generally agreed 
inequalities of the present system I would 
strongly suggest that the NF should consider 
supporting a policy of complete abolition 
of local rates and the financing of local 
expenditure wholly from central Government 
funds. ; 

Much of the additional staff which 
would be required by the Inland Revenue 
could be found within its own ranks. The 
Valuation Dept of the Inland Revenue is at 
present occupied with the task of visiting 
every building in the country at regular 
intervals to establish whether or not a garage 
or a new extension has been built, whether 
central heating has been installed or indeed 
whether fitted wardrobes now exist in the 
bedrooms. All this ‘valuable’ work would 
be unnecessary with the abolition of local 
rates. Equally, some of the local govern- 
ment workers employed on the issue of rates 
demands and collection and accounting of 
rates could no doubt be transferred to the 
Civil Service. 

One other question needs to be 


Things you should read 


answered. How could local communities be 
sure that they would get the funds they 
would need to pay for local services? At 
present the receipt of the necessary funds is 
met partly from central funds anyway but 
the balance comes when the local rate- 
payers are able to find the money to pay 
their bills. In the meantime local councils 
borrow money at exorbitant interest rates to 
meet immediate bills such as staff wages. 

Under a system of total payment from 
central taxation a carefully prepared Act of 
Parliament would lay in detail a specific 
minimum sum which would be paid to each 
authority on the basis of population. In 
addition to this, further amounts would be 
allocated on the basis of special needs, and 
under this provision account could be taken 
of the number of children and pensioners 
living in the area, special problems areas 
such as remote rural communities or slum 
districts requiring redevelopment. Overall, 
provision could be made for additional grants 
where the local authority claims other 
factors not accounted for elsewhere in the 
Act. 

Taken in conjunction with the National 
Front’s other financial policies the cost of 
administering local services would be 
considerably lower. 


A great wealth of literature is now available supporting in the main part the views expressed in Spearhead. 
Below we list some of the most important examples. Except where stated, these can be obtained from 
Nationalist Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


THE MONEY MANUFACTURERS (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An exposure of the present financial system and proposals for its reform. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONALISM (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An attack on the Manchester school of internationalist economics and an argument for protection 


and national self-sufficiency. 


THE ECONOMY: 15 QUESTIONS ANSWERED (National Front policy pamphlet) Sp + 3p postage 
A few of the most basic questions concerning Britain’s economy, with NF policies towards them 


explained. 


THE COMMON MARKET: WHY BRITAIN MUST GET OUT (National Front) 20p + 3p postage 
A comprehensive presentation of the NF case against the EEC, with some startling exposures of 
of the forces behind it, and an analysis of Britain’s alternative. 

BRITAIN: WORLD POWER OR PAUPER STATE? (National Front policy pamphlet) 20p + 3p post 
Realistic proposals for the rebuilding of the British Commonwealth — essential for those who wish 


to have an alternative to Europe. 


SIX PRINCIPLES OF BRITISH NATIONALISM (by John Tyndall) 15p + 3p postage 
An independent booklet written before the formation of the National Front but closely in line 


with its outlook. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (by A. K. CHESTERTON) Paperback £1 + 8p postage 
Masterly exposure of the politico-financial forces that have destroyed the British Empire and under- 
mined British world power, while working for the general elimination of national sovereignty 


every where. 


WORLD REVOLUTION (by Nesta Webster) Cloth £2.50 + 17p; Paperback £1.80 + 13p postage. 
Perhaps the best ever documented history of the political left and its conspiratorial origins. 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (by James Burnham) £3.00 + 24p postage 
A devastating demolition of the liberal-left and its main arguments by a one-time left-wing author 


who woke up. 


THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS OF LIBERALISM (by Anthony Ludovici) £1.50 + 10p postage 
Another clinical analysis of liberal values and viewpoints in which their futility is well exposed. 


RACIAL INTEGRATION (by H. B. Isherwood) Hard 75p + 8p;Card 40p + 6p postage 
A testimony to the impracticality of the multi-racial society. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (by Professor W. C. George) 15p + 4p postage 
One of the best scientific exposures of the myth of racial equality. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (by Correlli Barnett) £5 + S1p postage 
Devastating indictment of liberalism and its role in bringing about Britain’s 20th century decline, 
political, industrial and military. Essential reading for anyone who seeks to reverse British trends 


in coming decades. 


ANTHONY REED-HERBERT 


LEGAL ADVICE 


COLUMN 


This column is running a series of regular 
articles on legal matters by Anthony Reed- 
Herbert, a solicitor and member of the 
Leicester Branch of the National Front. 
Mr. Reed-Herbert would be pleased to 
answer in this column the bona fide legal 
enquiries of any reader. If you have a 


Question: I recently obtained a divorce from 
my wife on the grounds of adultery naming 
a man as co-respondent. The Court awarded 
half my legal costs against this co- 
respondent, but my Solicitor has now told 
me that all my legal costs will now be my 
responsibility. Is there nothing I can do to 
enforce the Court’s decision as to my costs, 
and make this man pay his share? 


Answer: Every person who _ instructs 
Solicitors to act on his behalf, unless he is 
entitled to legal aid, is ultimately liable for 
all his Solicitor’s proper fees. I note how- 
ever that the Divorce Court awarded half 
your costs agairist the co-respondent, but 
unfortunately, the matter of this half share 
does not simply end there. Although you 
now have obtained a judgement of the Court 
against the co-respondent, if this man simply 
fails or refuses to pay up then you must take 
yet a further step, namely, you must take 
action to enforce the judgement given. To 
anyone in your position, and indeed in any 
position where they have a Court judgement 
in their favour, there are a whole battery of 
weapons which can be used to enforce 
payment. However, each and all of these 
weapons have their weaknesses which enable 
an astute or impecunious judgement debtor 
to evade payment. For example, you can 
issue a “warrant of execution” where a 
Court Bailiff takes possession of the Debtor’s 
goods, but this is useless if the Debtor simply 
does not have sufficient goods of sufficient 
value to cover the debt and the Bailiff’s 
costs. Alternatively, you can apply for an 
“attachment of earnings Order” where a 
regular sum is compulsorily deducted from 
the Debtor’s wages, but this again is useless 
if the Debtor is either self-employed or 
unemployed. You can apply for a “charging 
Order” or to appoint a “Receiver” to take 
charge of the Debtor’s land or other property, 
and to pay you out, but again if the Debtor 
has no property then this is valueless. It is a 
regrettable and hard fact of life that one 
cannot obtain money from somebody who 
has none no matter how many judgements 
may be made by the Courts against that 
person, and this is where I feel that your 
case has been unfortunate. You have run up 


problem with any aspect of the law, then 
send in your question to: 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. Although all 
answers will be given in good faith, no legal 
liability whatsoever can be accepted by 
Spearhead, its Editor or the writer of this 
column in respect of any reply given. 


against a co-respondent who is probably 
unable or unwilling to pay and sufficiently 
astute to avoid the legal sanctions. 


Question: Can the Obscene Publications 
Act 1959 be used in the fight against “sex 
education”’ in Schools? 


Answer: The simple answer to your question 
is no. This Act provides that any person who 
“publishes” an “obscene article” shall com- 
mit an offence. It is indeed probable that 
the Education Authority could be said to be 
“publishing” the material used in these 
lessons. However, having satisfied that 
criterion, it is then necessary to look at the 
definition given by the Act of “obscene”. 
The Act defines this term using that well-worn 
phrase “tending to deprave and corrupt’. 
Thus, an article is deemed to be obscene if 
it’s effect is such as to tend to deprave and 
corrupt persons who are likely to read, see 
or hear the matter contained therein. I know 
of no decided cases on the particular applica- 
tion of this Act to sex education in schools, 
however, I frankly feel that the Courts 
would be most unlikely, except in extreme 
cases, to find that such education is indeed 
obscene. Furthermore, section 4 (1) of the 
Act provides a defence to any prosecution 
taken under the Act upon the grounds of 
“public good”. This provides that a person 
shall not be convicted of publishing an 
obscene article if it is proved that the 
publication of the article is justified as 
being for the public good on the ground 
that it is in the interests of science, literature, 
art or learning or of any other objects of 
general concern. It would seem to me that 
any education authority prosecuted would 
undoubtedly rely, probably successfully, on 
this defence, even assuming that the Court 
accepted that the material was “obscene”. I 
feel that a prosecution under the Act on this 
basis would have no prospect of success. 


Question: Am I correct in believing that the 
Race Relations Act has recently been 
extended to cover alleged discrimination by 
prospective foster parents against taking 
coloured children? 


Answer: You are indeed correct. The Act 


itself has not been amended but a recent 
House of Lords case confirmed a previous 
lower Court decision extending the interpre- 
tation of the Race Relations Act 1968 to 
include prospective foster parents and their 
prospective children. In a case called 
“Applin -v- Race Relations Board’’ the House 
of Lords, with one judge dissenting, con- 
firmed that if foster parents refused to 
accept coloured children on principle then 
they discriminate unlawfully within the 
meaning of the Race Relations Act and lay 
themselves open to penalties under the Law. 
Additionally, anyone who encourages or 
exerts pressure on prospective foster parents 
to achieve their refusal of immigrant children 
is also committing an unlawful act. 


Question: I have been dismissed from my 
employment as a _warehouseman after 
working for fourteen months. I was given 
proper notice under my contract of employ- 
ment but can I not claim damages under 
the Industrial Relations Act? 


Answer: Unfortunately, you cannot claim 
any damages under the Industrial Relations 
Act unless the reason for your dismissal was 
the exercise of Trade Union rights. Apart 
from this one exception of Trade Union 
rights an employee must have been employed 
for a period of at least two years with his 
employer before he is entitled to make a 
claim under the Industrial Relations Act 
1971. 


Sponsored walk 
by Leeds Branch 


On 12th August members of the 
National Front, Leeds Branch are to walk 
from Leeds to London — some 230 miles. 
They expect to take 10 days. Money from 
this walk is to go to the Election Fund. 

The branch is asking supporters of the 
NF to sponsor the walk to the amount of 
£1 per mile. Some may only be able to 
sponsor one mile, but it is hoped that many 
will be able to sponsor longer distances. 

Individuals and branches may obtain 
sponsor forms from Head Office, 50 
Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 2QF. All 
contributions should be sent to that 
address. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


The Spearhead fund for 1974 has 
now raised the figure of £321.07 in pursuit 
of its target ‘for the year of £400. This 
leaves us with a sum still to raise of 
£78.93. All contributions to the raising 
of this sum will be gratefully received. 
Please address all cheques of postal orders 
to Spearhead only, and send them to: 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 2QF, 
Surrey. 
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NEIL FARNELL 


RED ALERT IN 


THE UNIONS 


This is the first of a series of articles which will appear in the 
next few months dealing with subversive elements in British industry 
and what must be done to combat them. The writer, Neil Farnell, is 
a member of the Transport and General Workers’ Union, and one of 
the National Front’s leading spokesmen on trade union affairs. 


“WE MUST be able to resort to all sorts of stratagems, artifices, 
illegal methods, to evasion and subterfuges, only so as to get into 
the trade unions, to remain in them and to carry on Communist 
work within them at all costs.” (Lenin: Should Revolutionaries 
Work in Reactionary Trade Unions — Collected Works Vol.31). 
Over 50 years have passed since Lenin wrote those words, and during 
that time Communist organisations have greatly increased their 
power in the Trade Union Movement. Until today, there seems to be 
no major British industry which remains free of Communist activity. 
How is it that a small minority of left-extremists — totally unrepre- 
sentative of ordinary trade unionists — can periodically hi-jack some 
of Britain’s most important unions? Who are these reds under our 
unions’ bed? How powerful are they and how do they work? 

There are many organisations and ideologies on the extreme 
left in Britain, notably the Anarchists, Syndicalists, Maoists and 
others; but the two main trends in industry are orthodox Communism 
and Trotskyite Communism. Orthodox Communism is the Iron 
Curtain variety and follows the Moscow line, whereas Trotskyism is 
more independent and extreme and demands violent world revolu- 
tion. There are three main Communist and Trotskyite groups 
operating in British industry, who dislike and rival each other but 
who nevertheless sometimes co-operate and who are all working to 
impose a Communist regime on this country. 


THE COMMUNIST PARTY 


The largest and most professional of the organisations which 
have chosen industry as its class war battle-ground is the Communist 
Party of Great Britain (CPGB). The Communist Party was founded in 
1920 by an amalgamation of far-left parties. It has today around 
30,000 members and probably double this number in sympathisers 
and fellow travellers. The CPGB is not short of money: the party 
has its own daily paper the Morning Star; its own bookshop, Central 
Books; and a library and study centre, the Marx Memorial Library 
(where Lenin stayed when in Britain). John Gollan is the National 
Secretary, and an alien, Bert Ramelson, the Industrial Organiser. 
Most of the top positions are held by aliens of various origins. 

CP members are banned from the Labour Party; this is because 
the Communist Party is a revolutionary organisation, despite the 
denials of the party and Morning Star and Trotskyite assertions to 
the contrary. Clause 2 of the Communist Party’s rules states: 
“Membership is open to persons who accept the aims of the party, 
pay their dues regularly and work in a party organisation.” 

The party is organised into local constituency branches, and, 
more important, in a network of factory branches. The party regards 
factories as “the key centre of the class struggle.” All CP members 
are expected to join a trade union and great stress is put on organising 
at the point of production, i.e. factories, mills, docks, pits, depots, 
airports, etc. The role of the factory branch is to acquire knowledge 
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of a given factory or place of work, and from this work out a policy 
of agitation. John Gollan has stated, “The factory branch is the 
highest and most important unit of Communist organisation... No 
matter how effective the Communist work outside the factory gate 
is, it is the work inside by our factory comrades and organisations 
which is decisive.” 


‘ADVISORY’ COMMITTEES 


Communists in each industry form ‘advisory’ committees, and 
from these the industrial organisers are able to form an overall 
policy of disruption. Frank Chapple, head of the electricians union 
and an ex-Communist has said, “There are advisory committees of 
the Communist Party dealing with every facet of life in Britain, all 
the trade unions, industries, and even the Law Courts.” Ramelson, 
the CP Industrial Organiser, works closely with another Communist, 
Kevin Halpin, the chairman of a Communist front organisation 
called the ‘Liaison Committee for the Defence of Trade Unions’ 
(LCDTU). This organisation exists to give Communist leadership to 
all non-party left militants in industry. On August 18 1967 the 
Executive Council of the Amalgamated Engineering Union circu- 
larised all branch secretaries instructing that: “Branches must not 
send delegates to, and our Shop Stewards must not attend, any 
meeting convened by this Liaison Committee for Defence of Trade 
Unions.” 

Similar directives have been issued by other unions since. For 
an example of the scope of the LCDTU: at one meeting it had 800 
left-militants present from 204 union branches, 80 shop stewards’ 
committees and 29 union district committees. Trotskyites have 
repeatedly tried to gatecrash LCDTU meetings but the Communists 
have prevented any large-scale intervention or penetration. The 
Communists refuse the offer of co-operation from the Trotskyites, 
on the grounds that the latter are “politically motivated.” The 
LCDTU is a kind of ‘umbrella’ organisation for co-ordinating the 
activities of groups comprising of national and local militant 
unofficial organisations and shop stewards’ committees. 

Front groups are emdemic to Communist parties. They are 
sometimes difficult to identify because often they are set up for 
a specific task in industry, and then disbanded once the purpose has 
been served. Another tactic is to put them on ice and revive them — 
sometimes with a change of name — when the next subversive 
operation is being planned. This avoids proscription by the Labour 
Party; and the TUC has no powers to proscribe organisations, it 
can only warn and advise. 


APATHY HELPS COMMUNISTS 


Communists are successful in the trade union movement 
because the great majority of trade unionists don’t bother to 
attend their union branch meetings. Consequently, a small but 
highly-organised minority can easily dominate a trade union branch. 
Then, posing as spokesmen for the workers, they pass militant 
resolutions on to the union’s national executive; either on some 
political issue or demanding a hard-line in wage negotiations. Should 


Communists meet opposition at union branch level, or find moderate 
officials already in power, they have a number of methods for 
dealing with this situation: campaigns are started against the 
integrity or personal life of the official; they overwork them by 
demanding all kinds of reports and electing them to every tedious 
committee possible; and Communists are masters of union points of 
order, and use this to wear out opposition at branch meetings. They 
are also trained in mob oratory and use emotional rhetoric about 
‘class war’ and ‘exploitation’ to incite and recruit groups of workers 
outside the factory gate. 

The CP hardly ever starts a strike, but when Communists find 
a grievance they exploit it for all its political worth. Obviously, if 
the Communist Party supported every strike some would fail and 
the party would become discredited in the eyes of other militants. So 
Communists are selective and carefully support only disputes which 
will guarantee success, give them prestige and further their long-term 
strategy. Another technique is to send professional agitators to 
potential trouble-spots. For example, Jimmy Ried, a full-time 
organiser for the Communist Party just ‘happened’ to take a job in 
the Upper Clyde shipyard ready for the UCS work-in, which he led. 
It is true that the discontentment comes first; in most industries 
there is plenty of inflammable material lying about to which the 
skilled agitator has merely to apply a light. And ordinary workers are 
no match for the CP’s experienced cadres. 

Some individual Communists have a good record as shop-floor 
union representatives and are respected by their workmates; but 
their dedication to trade unionism is only incidental. An example 
of the Communists Party’s real attitude towards workers came in 
1926 when the miners’ strike was collapsing and Harry Pollitt, 
the then CP General Secretary, was warned that Communist 
prolonging of the strike war harming the miners. To this Pollitt 
replied, “Do you think we care a damn about the interests of the 
miners? What we are interested in is the road to revolution!” 
Needless to say, they have not let the cat out of the bag since! 


STRICTLY AUTHORITARIAN ORGANISATION 


In spite of its democratic pretentions, the Communist Party is 
a most authoritarian organisation. In theory, the party is organised 
on the principle of ‘democratic centralism’ — which means majority 
decisions, a vote, then the appropriate action. In practice, the 
CPGB demanded strict discipline, tolerates no factions and all orders 
come from above. A former member of a Communist branch of 110 
members on all shifts operating inside the Ford plant at Dagenham 
stated, “The Party branch at Fords met once a week with about 
20 members attending. Many members thought that the discussions 
and conclusions about future plant policy were genuinely reached 
by the Party branch, and that these would be sent to the District 
and then National Executive. In fact it was the opposite. The ‘line’. 
would be handed down from the Executive to the District Committee, 
then to the branch.” This means that while the Communist cell was 
intriguing against the union structure; the rank and file Communists 
were themselves being deceived by their leadership! 

There is little doubt that the CP’s National Executive also 
gets its own ‘line’ — especially on international policy — direct 
from Moscow. An international directive published by the Soviet- 
controlled ‘World Federation of Trade Unions’ called on Communists 
to “Get down to the roots, and the roots lie in the factories, 
building sites, offices and mines. There at the places of work we must 
organise.” If it is inconceivable to patriots how any individual or 
organisation can put the interests of a foreign state before their 
own, the question was perhaps best answered by an ex-Communist B. 
Clarke, in his book The Communist Technique in Britain. In this 
book Mr. Clarke states that there is no such thing as a British 
Communist, a French Communist, or a Russian Communist — there 
are only Communists. They are wedded to the same ideology and 
have the same mentality the world over; so loyalty to any one 
country or race does not come into it. 


What happens to trade unions in a Communist state? Do 
workers benefit under Communism? In Iron Curtain countries the 
trade unions are simply tools for central government domination of 
the workers. Actions “directed towards the disruption of industry, 
transport, agriculture, the monetary system, trade or any other 
branch of the economy”, are a criminal offence under Article 69 
of the Russian Federation’s Criminal Code (Wrecking). Writing of 
working conditions in the Soviet Union in his booklet Trade Unions— 
True or False. Vic Feather, former TUC General Secretary, had this 
to say: “Wages, hours, safety regulations, holidays with pay, overtime 
and so on, are all determined by state decree. If a worker loses more 
than twenty minutes working time by arriving late, leaving early or 
taking a long dinner break, he can be declared guilty of absenteeism. 
Absenteeism can be punished by a period of up to six months 
corrective labour. This means the worker will continue his normal 
employment but will be absent from home, residing instead in a hostel 
attached to the factory and under armed surveillance. Any sickness 
benefits are forfeited during this period and his pay is cut by 25 
per-cent. 

“A sentence of this character is entered in the labour book 
which each worker carries. The book contains personal details 
about the worker, his working history, the various establishments at 
which he worked, and a record of breaches of factory discipline.” 

Mr. Feather went on to state: “There can be no legal strike 
by any union in Soviet Russia. Nor can there be ahy advocacy of a 
withdrawal of labour. Such a step would be treason, and for that 
there is imprisonment or the death penalty.” The fact is that no 
person who expresses opposition to Soviet Government control 
can be elected to office in a union. No one dare advocate a strike, 
and an individual who absents himself from work as a mild private 
protest against personal injustice can be imprisoned by the state. 
The wages policy is determined by the State economic plan. The 
body which determines that plan is not the union; it is the Soviet 
Government. There can be no political check on the Soviet 
Government, since no political opposition is permitted. When the 
State is the employer and also controls the unions, the worker has 
no protection left. The right to work becomes an obligation to 
suffer exploitation ... And when exploitation and injustice must be 
suffered without protest, man has not even the status of a machine; 
he has only the status of a slave without hope.” (Emphasis added). 

Vic Feather saw for himself how Communists rule when they 
come to power, and not only in Russia but everywhere else. 


USING THE LABOUR PARTY 


The Communist Party’s long-term strategy in Britain is outlined 
in their pamphlet The British Road to Socialism. Their aim is to 
capture the leadership of Britain’s big unions and to have elected 
Communist M.P.s when a Labour Government is in power. They will 
then work with left-Labour M.P.s and the (by then) Communist- 
controlled trade’ unions to push the Labour Party’s policies as far left 
as possible — thereby neutralising opposition from big business, the 
army, police and legal system — as a prelude to imposing a full 
Communist State. The CPGB and Morning Star are quite open about 
this, except of course that their aims are couched in mild and favour- 
able language. There is nothing illegal or fanciful in their strategy, 
because many left-Labour M.P.s are Marxists in all but name; and 
should circumstances ever favour the CPGB their plans are quite 
practical and dangerous. 

Although Communists are barred from the Labour Party’s 
annual conference, they can influence its policy because as union 
position holders they attend the pre-Conference union policy 
meetings. 88 per-cent of votes at a Labour Party Conference are 
cast by trade union delegates; and 12 of the Party’s 24-man Execu- 
tive Committee are directly elected by trade unions. Four-fifths 
of the Labour Party’s central funds also come from the trade 
unions — so whoever controls the unions automatically exercises 
massive power over the Labour Party. 

Contd. overleaf 
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In the November ‘73 issue of the World Marxist Review, an 
international Communist journal, published in Prague and edited by 
a Russian, Gerry Cohen, London District CP Organiser wrote: “The 
Communist Party is exerting its position as a key section of the 
Labour movement in Britain. Because of the part which it plays as an 
organisation deeply rooted in the movement, it often initiates and 
advances policies on crucial questions of the day. Many of its members 
hold leading positions in organisations directly affiliated to the 
Labour Party.” At the CP Congress held in November, unions were 
the subject of numerous resolutions. One draft resolution stated: 
“The key to ending right-wing (Marxist jargon for moderate) domina- 
tion lies in the factories, the shop stewards’ committees and union 
branches, where the left forces are based. It was activity at this 
level which brought left victories in the policy and leadership of a 
number of unions.” Another resolution stated: “The Communist 
Party and the Morning Star have played a vital role in the left 
transformation in the unions. One of the most compelling issues is 
to get a progressive left General Council. The left trends in the 
unions have increasingly influenced Labour Party policy making.” 


SEEKING POWER IN THE VITAL INDUSTRIES 


Communists obviously seek power in those vital industries 
that are the lifeblood of the nation, i.e. electricity, mining, docks, 
railways, airports and the heavy industries. The TUC has in the 
past issued literature warning unions of the threat of subversive 
activity. One pamphlet called, Defend Democracy directed the 
“serious attention of all trade unionists to the malignant character 
of Communist agitation and organisation.” The pamphlet went on: 
“Communist influences are everywhere at work to frame industrial 
demands for the purpose of political agitation to magnify industrial 
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grievances, and to bring about stoppages in industry.” 

Ramelson, the Industrial Organiser, who plans the campaigns, 
manipulates industrial disputes from party headquarters in King St. 
WC2. From behind those bullet-proof windows, he directs opera- 
tions and has access to files containing details of the job and place 
of work of every individual Communist. Ramelson told a reporter. 
“There has not been a single mass industrial movement of any size 
in this country in the last decade where you don’t find Communists 
at the centre. Wherever the situation develops, there you will find 
Communists.” Anyone who looks for Communists among shop 
stewards or union officials will soon find them, often in important 
posts. This is their duty to the party. According to industrial 
experts at least 10 per-cent of senior posts in our major unions are 
held by Communists or open sympathisers. 

The best documented case of Communists in key positions 
was the ETU affair in 1961. The Electrical Trades Union was subject 
to a lawsuit which found that the Communists who controlled it 
had rigged an election to have their nominee appointed general 
secretary. He was deposed by the court, and, summing up, Mr. 
Justice Winn remarked that although Communists accounted for 
only 1 per-cent of the union’s members, they held the posts of 
president, general secretary, assistant general secretary, and five of the 
executive council seats; the official who ran the London area was a 
Communist, and so were eight of its ten sub-committee members. 
For their ballot-rigging and chicanery, Communists are now banned 
from holding office in this union, but in how many other unions 
are their malpractices not found out? Speaking of the industrial 
subversion to which this leads, Harold Wilson told the House of 
Commons on June 28th 1966: “The House will be aware that the 
Communist Party, unlike the major political parties, has at its 
disposal an efficient and disciplined industrial apparatus, controlled 
from Communist Party headquarters. No major strike occurs 
anywhere in this country in any sector of industry in which that 
apparatus fails to concern itself.” 


“DONT FORGET THE USUAL ACCUSATIONS OF POLICE BRUTALITY 
FIRST THING TOMORROW MORNING: 
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DAVID WIGGETT 


The Destruction of Britain's Beet Sugar 
Industry by the Common Market 


WHY should the E.E.C. wish to destroy the 
British beet sugar industry? The answer to 
that is clear enough. The European Common 
Market countries have a surplus of about 
1 million tons of white sugar annually. The 
British Sugar Corporation (B.S.C.) produces 
about ‘900,000 tons of white sugar annually. 

Yet there is more to the plot than 
simply grabbing a market for an E.E.C. 
surplus. The supplying of goods to a con- 
sumer is not where the big money lies 
nowadays. 

Transport and storage bring in the 
big money, from the international financiers 
who pull the strings from the shadows. 
Anyone who still believes that the interest 
of the customer comes first with these 
gentlemen must be very naive. 

The ships and lorries that these 
vultures control which will bring the 
European sugar will put a bit more on the 
price the Housewife will have to pay. In 
addition more oil will be used to bring in a 
bit more profit. 


HOW IS THE B.S.C. TO BE DESTROYED? 


To close it down outright would cause 
an outcry which might even get beneath 
the skins of our present rulers, so a slow 
smothering operation has been put into 
motion. 

To run a sugar beet factory you must 
have sugar beet. This obvious fact has been 
seized upon by the plotters and made the 
method of execution. Whilst most people 
would close a factory by shutting it up, 
by cutting off the raw materials you achieve 
the same effect and do not get the odium 
of being the cause of unemployment. 

The farmers have been disaffected in 
several ways. Firstly, during the last beet 
season deliveries to the factories were 
delayed on the excuse of Labour troubles 
and breakdowns. The labour troubles were 
caused in the view of many of the factory 
workers by bad management policies, in 
most cases so bad it is hard to believe it was 
not deliberate. 


THE BREAKDOWNS WERE CAUSED BY 
LACK OF OFF-SEASON MAINTENANCE 


Secondly, the growers have been 
deprived financially. Under E.E.C. rules 
which now apply to the B.S.C., payments for 
beet received are spread out over the year. 
Thus in many cases the farmer receives his 
last payment for beet in the September 


following the beet season, whereas pre- 
viously they had a monthly settlement during 
the season, receiving the last payment not 
more than a month after the season ended. 
To a small farmer who needs ready cash to 
pay his bills this is obvious hardship. Then a 
bit of legal sharp practice was inflicted 
upon the Farmers. The B.S.C. told the 
growers that any who sowed beet above the 
contracted acres would have that beet 
bought at nearly double the contracted price, 
a difference of nearly £7 per ton. However, 
when the season ended the B.S.C. announced 
that as the national average sugar content 
of the beet had not come up to the contracted 
average these extra acres of beet would be 
classed as contract beet and so receive the 
contracted price. The National Farmers 


JOHN AISTROP 


NOT CHECKMATE YET 


IT SEEMED that some malignant meno- 
pause had afflicted my motherland. No, 
worse than that — a cancer; a menopause 
runs its course and tranquility follows, but 
this curse that plagued Britain grew more 
evil every day. The symptoms were a 
terrible irrational guilt about her 
‘imperialist’ past that led her to embrace 
alien cultures and enemy ideologies, and a 
suicidal tendency. 

The landscape that has been so 
lovingly painted by our native artists and 
poets was suddenly invaded by tribesmen 
of an utterly different ethnic origin. The 
political and philosophical ideas that flooded 
the media were those of Eastern Europe — 
the ideas of countries that wished to destroy 
Britain and all she stood for. 

The most terrifying aspect of this 
disease was the fact that anyone who diag- 
nosed the illness was denounced as anti- 
humanitarian or dismissed as a crank. In 
Parliament the lone, brave voice of Enoch 
Powell articulated the fears of the 
bewildered majority. There were one or two 
others in the mother of parliaments who 
spoke in support of him but they were 
usually shouted down by mouths that Were 
formed by Marx and Lenin. 

Once we were going to build Jerusalem 
in England’s green and pleasant land but 
increasingly it became obvious that Orwell 
was an even greater prophet than we had 
credited him for. With only a decade to go, 
Big Brother would be enthroned and he 


Union protested about this but had to admit 
that it was perfectly legal. This year the 
same offer was made to the growers but no 
sooner had the beet been sown than the 
B.S.C. announced that it had been allo- 
cated another 90,000 tons of sugar by the 
E.E.C. thus bringing most of the extra 
acres into the contract price. The feelings 
of the farmers can well be imagined at this. 

As for next season, old hands in the 
beet factories foresee nothing but chaos. A 
pay award has been held over for months, 
with the result that many skilled and semi- 
skilled workers have left. Off season repairs 
and cleaning have fallen so far behind that 
it seems there will be a late start to the 
season which will add to the farmers 
troubles. 

Finally we can wonder at the trading 
policy of the B.S.C., we import thousands 
of tons of foreign cane sugar a year, yet for 
the last two years the B.S.C. has been 
exporting thousands of tons of British beet 
sugar, at the same time importing West 
German beet sugar. I believe there may 
have been imports of sugar from other E.E.C. 
countries but of this I have no direct proof. 


would be black and Marxist. 

The enemy within demanded ‘rights’ 
and got them. They took our houses, our 
jobs, our women. They were aided and 
abetted in their aggrandisement by our 
fellow countrymen who were so blinded by 
the false ‘idealism’ and ‘liberalism’ in which 
bolshevism trades that they sincerely, I feel 
sure, thought they were being good 
Christians. Cynically, the enemy used them as 
pawns in the deadly game of chess whose end 
was the total destruction of this beautiful 
island. The young — the foolish, arrogant 
young — were the other pawns. Aided by 
grant to study, they spat at the Crown that 
gave them sustenance. 

The knights and the bishops? The 
combined greed of the trade unions and 
big business could be employed to bring 
about massive inflation and the enemy 
would soon have us on our knees. My 
motherland’s craziest kamikaze act was then 
to sell out her sovereignty to an amorphous 
and ineffectual body known as the Council 
of Europe. Checkmate was at hand. 

But I saw some men march on 
Saturday, June 15. The flag they held aloft 
was the same flag I served, very humbly, in 
the 1939-45 emergency. They marched with 
pride and to a roll of drums and they did 
not seek violence: that came from the unruly 
enemy. 

I saw that there was hope after all 
and I decided to join these men. No, it was 
my duty to join them. 
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FEDERALISM 


An article to stimulate debate 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to 


NOW that the United Ulster Unionist 
Council has committed itself to working for 
the establishment of a federal system of 
government for the United Kingdom it is time 
that Ulster people gave serious consideration 
to the principle of federalism as a means, not 
only to bringing about devolution of power 
to the regions of the U.K., but as a means to 
solving the Irish question once and for all. 

The British Isles are a single political 
and economic unit composed of a number of 
smaller cultural and nationalistic units. It is 
essential, not only for the unity of the 
British Isles, but for the regional develop- 
ment of the Irish, Welsh, Scots and English 
regions, that the peoples of these islands 
work together for the common good of 
each other. This we believe can only be 
achieved by the establishment of regional 
legislative assemblies under the control of a 
National or Federal Government. 

The United Kingdom is a family of 
nations, each having its own distinctive 
geographical territory, common _ history, 
traditions and culture. While a substantial 
majority of the people of the United Kingdom 
wish to maintain the unity of the U.K., it is 
also a fact that there is a substantial majority 
of people in each of the Celtic regions — 
Wales, Scotland and Ulster — who wish to 
preserve their own distinctive character and 
govern their own internal affairs. The present 
unitary system of government of the United 
Kingdom cannot, therefore, maintain the 
unity of the U.K. and the distinct identity 
of the regions. Unitarianism means the con- 
centration of power in one body and the 
centralisation of government departments in 
one institution. The present system of local 
government which operates under this unitary 
system is not adequate to meet the aspira- 
tions and needs of the Celtic regions. 


FEDERALISM MORE EFFECTIVE 


Federalism is a much more effective 
means of providing devolution of power 
than local government since it establishes 
constitutional arrangements allocating power 
to the region as well as to the national 
government. A Federal Britain (with or 
without the return of Eire to the U.K.) 
would be a group of constituent units 
whose aims would be to reconcile national 
unity and power with the maintenance of 
individual regional rights. Under such a 
system power would be divided between 
(a) a Federal Government which, in matters 
of national defence, foreign policy and 
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international trade, would be supreme over 
the whole country; and (b) strong regional 
legislative Assemblies which would be sup- 
reme in such matters as housing, education, 
health and social services, environment, 
prisons, law, tourism, development etc. etc. 

Federalism provides an obvious means 
whereby diverse or small units can group 
themselves into a viable or even powerful 
entities. The United States provides the 
earliest illustration of this process. The 
Canadian and the Australian colonies also 
took this route to national unity and 
statehood between 1867 and 1901. In 
Nigeria, with its 55 million people, federal 
association has proved capable of holding 
together three widely different though 
economically complementary regions, each 
with a dominant tribal group, as the country 
moved toward and then achieved indepen- 
dence in 1960. That the Nigerian Federa- 
tion has suffered severe strains since that 
time is less significant than the fact that it 
has weathered them. 

The Malaysian Federation, another 
recent edition to the independent members 
of the Commonwealth of Nations, is a 
further example of how the federal form 
has combined self-conscious, and in this 
instance separated, smaller entries. Despite 
its dispersed and varied units, Malaysia has 
exhibited considerable cohesion in the face 
of overt interference by Indonesia. A no less 
striking example of the usefulness of the 
federal form is provided by the Cameroon 
Federal Republic, which comprises a territory 
formerly held under French trusteeship and 
one formerly under British supervision. Thus, 
federalism can provide a framework for 
experimentation and a flexibility in deter- 
mining the allocation of power that help to 
make its form suitable to widely varying 
conditions. 


U.K. UNITY STRENGTHENED 


Federalism would not, as some sup- 
pose, lead to the break-up of the British 
nation. On the contrary it would strengthen 
the unity of the United Kingdom and, if 
Eire was to rejoin the U.K., it would main- 
tain the essential unity of the British Isles. 
Those who maintain that federalism would 
lead to the disruption of the United King- 
dom cling to the myth that integration and 
centralisation is the only true means of 
uniting the people. The great need is multi- 
plicity, not unity. The unity of a free 
society resides in its diversity — it resides in 


federalism and not in unitarianism. 

The Federal solution, if looked at 
reasonably by both loyalists and republi- 
cans, is the only sane solution to the Irish 
question. Irish republicans like to think that 
they have a ‘nation’ or ‘republic’ in the 26 
counties. Even in a 32 county Irish Republic, 
Ireland would not be a nation in the true 
sense of the word, above all it would not be 
a nation of Gaels. As the Frenchman said — 
“T’Irlande est une ile derriere une ile” — 
that is, Ireland is an island behind an island. 
The island is Britain and Ireland will always, 
no matter how much independence she 
receives, be economically dependent upon 
Great Britain, Irish independence consists of 
nothing more than a Flag, a legislative 
assembly with an Irish name but which must 
legislate in collusion with Britain, and an 
Army which depends upon NATO for 
equipment. 


CELTIC UNITY 


A Federal British Isles would do more 
to revive the historic Celtic nation than the 
isolation .of Irish independence. The Irish are 
only a small part of the British Celtic 
regions and should, if they are genuine in 
seeking the unity of the ‘family of gaels’, 
unite with the Scots, Welsh, English and 
Ulster gaels under a federal system of govern- 
ment. Irish independence has effectively 
divided the Celtic peoples of these islands 
and has turned gael against gael in a struggle 
which has been more religious than cultural 
or political. 

Desmond Fennel, theoretician of the 
Provisional Alliance, is half-way to the truth 
when he speaks of a ‘community of 
communities’ as being the historic way of 
life of the Celtic people. Fennel, like the 
rest of modern day republicans, holds to the 
belief that Ireland has a monopoly on the 
Celtic tradition. Where Fennel seeks a com- 
munity of Irish communities, federalism seeks 
a family of nations, the majority of whom 
are Celtic. Under such a federation the 
Irish, Scots, Welsh and the English regions 
would be able to develop their own respec- 
tive regional identities and traditions and, at 
the same time work for the common good 
of each other through a Federal Parliament. 
Unlike the present unitarian system of govern- 
ment, a Federal system would not be con- 
trolled by the Southern English stockbroker 
class. On the contrary the Celtic regions 
would have equal representation, if not a 
majority, at the Federal Parliament. 

Just how many regional Assemblies 
would be required is a matter for much 
discussion between the. various political 
parties. It has been suggested that regional 
Assemblies could be set up in the four historic 
English provinces — Northumbria, Mercia, 
Anglia and Wessex, together with one in each 
of the Celtic regions — Ulster, Scotland and 
Wales, and, if possible, one in the 26 
counties. 


LETTER FROM A SWISS PATRIOT 


Dear Friends, 

As you know, Switzerland is facing 
the same problems as Great Britain as far as 
immigration is concerned. Hereafter, we are 
giving to you some details on our situation 
which you may publish in ‘Spearhead’ for 
we firmly believe that the British public 
would be interested in information of this 
kind from the European continent. The 
undersigned has often noted, when he was 
in London, that the big British press never 
mentions the immigration problem when 
reporting on Switzerland. 

According to the results of the Swiss 
Federal census, Switzerland had in 1970 
6,269,000 inhabitants, i. 5,189,000 
nationals and 1,080,000 foreigners. In 
comparison with the total population the 
share of the non Swiss is of 17.2%. With the 
exception of Liechtenstein and Luxemburg, 
no European country has such a high 
percentage of aliens. No wonder that the 
indigenous population is getting mree and 
more angry on this actual unbearable 
situation. What’s the need of maintaining an 
expensive army whose effective strength is 
about only 50% of the foreign population? 
What will happen in case of a third world 
war or a European economic slump? Who 
will be the first victims: we or the foreign 
immigrants? Such are the questions asked by 
more and more people feeling concerned 
with our future. 

It is true that about 70 years ago the 
number of foreigners was almost as large as 
it is now. But at that time the foreign 
population was composed of mainly people 
from the neighbouring countries: Germans, 
French, Austrians and Italians from the north. 
They entered Switzerland successively and 
were of any age group and profession. 
Nowadays, however, the bulk of the immi- 
grants comes from the very south and the 
south-east of Europe or from Afro-Asian 
countries and is between 19 and 40 years of 
age. Moreover, these people are mostly 
unskilled labourers. The result is that, due to 
their age group, they are breeding much 
faster than the Swiss. In many places the 
immigrants are outbreeding the indigenous 
population. 

Within a couple of generations the 
Swiss will be in the minority! 

In 1964 already, the first petition 
forms circulated in the factories and offices. 
The instigators demanded an immigration 
stop. What did the reaction of the govern- 
ment consist of? It recommended to the 
industrialists to increase production not by 


hiring more staff but by modernizing their 
plants. However, a recommendation is not 
the same as a law. Thus, our industrialists 
continued bringing in more and more 
foreigners — an interesting business indeed, 
for this mass immigration created an awful 
housing-shortage. According to the capitalist 
principle, the demand of a product determines 
its price — the rents never stopped rising. 
But property owners and employers are in 
most cases the same persons. At the same 
time, the first anti-immigration movements 
were established. 

Nevertheless, the situation was getting 
worse and worse until Dr. James Schwarzen- 
bach launched his federal initiative which 
aimed at the reduction of the number of 
foreigners to a maximum of 10 per-cent of 
the population. 

The government, the churches of any 
denomination, the bankers, the industrialists, 
the trade unions and the political parties 
(the latter with some exceptions, it is true) 
recommended to the Swiss people to reject 
Dr. Schwarzenbach’s initiative with the rea- 
son that it would be harmful for the 
economy and most unhuman. The disciples 
of Wall Street and the Kremlin formed a 
common front against the patriotic M.P. 
The former wanted to maintain an ‘industrial 
reserve army’ and the latter wished to 
utilize the uprooted proletariat for a second 
edition of the Russian revolution. The 
government implored the voting population 
to say ‘no’ since there would be first a 
stabilization and then a reduction of the 
number of foreigners in any case. Therefore, 
due to this propaganda, the Swiss rejected 
the initiative by Schwarzenbach in June 


1970 by 54 per-cent no to 46 per-cent yes. 

What was the development since that 
time? The number of foreign workers — 
without dependants -— increased from 
834,208 in August 1970 to 891,358 in 
August 1972. Needless to say that the govern- 
ment has broken they have been hitherto — 
due to the energy crisis and other ele- 
ments — the morale of the indigenous people 
is going down and down. The Swiss feel 
that they have been betrayed by their own 
government? Since our ministers — in this 
country they are called ‘Federal Councillors’ 
— have the chance to get elected into the 
board of an important Swiss company once 
they are retired they do not really intend 
to safeguard the interests of the common 
people. Accumulating money is their only 
concern. 

For this reason we must not wonder 
that the ordinary working-class Swiss feel 
sold down the river and that, in consequence, 
the extra-parliamentary opposition is gaining 
ground. Disobedience and even uproars in the 
army are already commonplace. Probably 
by the end of this year the Swiss will have 
to vote on the initiative launched by the 
‘National Action Against The Penetration Of 
Folk And Homeland’, which stipulates that 
the total of foreigners in this country must 
be reduced to 500,000 units within 4 
years. Let’s hope that the people will not 
let itself be influenced again by the 
propaganda of big business and leftwingers 
and that it will, this time, accept it. Other- 
wise it will be too late to save our nation 
from decline. 

Very truly yours, 
JACOB STRAUSS 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by 
filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount 


applicable. 


IF OVERSEAS, SEALED OR UNSEALED 


SURFACE MAIL OR AIR MAIL 


RATES (12 issues): 


British Isles: 
Overseas surface mail: 


£2.22 

£2.10 unsealed 

£3.12 sealed 

Overseas air mail: 
(unsealed) 


Far East 


£3.54 Canada, U.S.A., S. America, 
Africa, Middle East 
£4.02 Australia, New Zealand, 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows:— 


20—49 copies: 11p each 
50—99 copies: 9p each 
100—249 copies: 8p each 
250 copies and 


over: 6p each 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply as above if remittance is by international money 
order; if remittance is by cheque an additional charge of 25p applies, as our bankers require this 
as commission for the handling of all foreign cheques. 


All cheques or postat orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 50 Pawsons Road, 


Croydon, CRO 2QF, Surrey. 
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SIR: After reading in “Spearhead” the 
disquieting article about Mr. Roger Adde 
and his attempts to bid a house for an 
immigrant family, I feel he has vindicated 
hisself by his very able rhetoric on Capital 
radio on the 5.7.74. The programme which 


was originally about homelessness was 
completely dominated by Mr. Adde who 
gave the N.F.’s point of view on the effects 
of immigration and homelessness in respect 
of council housing. 

Mr. Adde, with his forceful attitude, 
was given more air time than any of the 
Leftist opponents. I do not know Mr Adde 
I have never met him, but I thought his 
handling of this programme and the publicity 
afforded to the N.F. more than vindicates 
him. 


J.M. ALLEWAY 
Surrey 
SIR: I wonder how much the Race 


Relations Board pays to the producer of 
‘Stars on Sunday’ to push black artistes? 

To-night, the 7th July, we have had in 
25 minutes 2 black female singers, a black 
male singer and a black child violinist. 

Aren’t our Race mixing propaganda 
boys over-doing it? It must be obvious to 
any-one who has not been completely brain- 
washed by our subversive media that the 
creatures who are intent on destroying our 
racial heritage are getting rather too 
ambitious. 

On BBCI there was a race mixing 
hymn for children; indoctrination starts in 
the nursery in this “progressive” age. 


OLIVER GILBERT 
Worthing 


SIR: I am sick and tired of American 
domestic affairs occupying a disproportion- 
ately large amount of attention in the British 
mass media. 

Several British newspapers now have a 
special daily column dealing with news 
from America. Why there should be such 
columns while there are not similar columns 
dealing with news from other foreign 
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countries I have no idea. 

Then look at the B.B.C.! The coverage 
given to American internal affairs is 
ludicrous. Several times I have switched 
on my news recently and found happenings 
in America of comparatively small world 
importance being given top headlines. On 
several news bulletins this happened to 
the item about the escaped convicts holding 
hostages at a Washington courthouse — 
and of course there is Watergate, which we 
get for breakfast, dinner and supper. 

Are the domestic affairs of a foreign 
country of such interest to Britons? I think 
not. Am I alone in this? 

D. L. BROWN 
Weymouth, Dorset 


SIR: Last month a young British housewife, 
Mrs. Sue Farrow, was slung into a filthy 
jail in Malawi and subjected to the most 
appalling conditions there for two days — 
all because she merely referred to an anti- 
British speech by President Banda as 
“rubbish”. 

I waited to hear of a vigorous protest 
by HMG and I particularly waited to hear 
Labour MPs and other left-wingers demon- 
strate their anger at this piece of tyranny. 
Of course I waited in vain. 

Had Mrs. Farrow been subjected to this 
treatment in South Africa, or Greece, or 
Spain or Chile, it would of course have 
been different. The outraged howls of the 
left would have been heard everywhere. 

But when a British subject is arrested 
under a black dictatorship for defending 
her own country and stuck into a primitive 
jail — full of lice and dirt, with no chairs 


published in the Bristo/ Evening Post. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


or beds and with appalling food — what do 
we hear? Hardly a squeak. 
It makes you realise that there was a 
lot to be said for the days of the gunboat. 
P. D.S. TAYLOR 
Clacton, Essex 


SIR: I hear that ex-Mau Mau chief Jomo 
Kenyatta, now President of Kenya, and his 
son have recently had 40 suits made by a 
Mayfair tailor at a cost of £10,000. 

Britain contributes £24 million a year 
in aid to Kenya, a country where the great 
majority of the people go about in rags. 

How much longer will we go on being 
mugs? 

F. R. BARRATT 
London E.17 


SIR: When we think of the children muti- 
lated by the IRA bomb at the Tower of 
London we ought not to forget that a little 
while ago Willie Whitelaw was sitting down 
and talking to the IRA leaders as if 
they represented a legitimate section of 
political opinion. Nor ought we to forget 
that the BBC has given several interviews to 
the same IRA men, in which they have had 
ample and generous opportunity to put out 
their poisonous propaganda. 

We will only put an end to this 
hideous killing when we convince the IRA 
murderers that there is only one thing that 
they can hope for from this country — six 


feet of rope. 
Mrs. A. DOWNEY 
Fairford, Glos. 


Stopping 
the gallop 


There is only one way 
to stop the galloping 
inflation destroying the 
economy and our lives. 
That is to stop the banks 
and financiers from issu- 
ing money that does not 
exist in the form of cre- 
dit, 

The banks can lend £12 
for every £1 deposited 
with them, thereby caus- 
ing an excess of money 


in circulation leading 
automatically to an infla- 
tion of prices. 

This money is not real 


money that has_ been 
earned by the nation, but 
money created out of 


nothing and issued in the 
form of cheques. However 
when this artificial money 
is repaid it is repaid b 
real money with interes 
which has been earned by 


labour. 
Control 


Thus the banks slowly 
but surely begin to con- 
trol the economy and 


indirectly policies of suc- 
governments. It 


cessive 


was pointed out in a 
recent letter that the pre- 
sent Labour Government 
has no plans for the 
nationalisation of a single 
bank, finance house or 
multi-national company. 
Does not this prove that 
both Labour and Conser- 
vatives are powerless 
before these people? 

Until a party comes to 
power that will strictly 
control the lending activi- 
ties of banks there is no 
hope of stopping inflation. 

Paul Watson. 

South-West Regional 
Organiser, National Front. 

208, Four Acres, Withy- 
wood, Bristol 3. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Scenes from our multi-cultural society 
“What you must remember,” say the 


ethno-masochists of the Race Relations 
Industry, “is that Coloured Immigrants have 
enriched our society with their varied and 
exciting culture forms. Living in a multi- 
cultural society adds a new and attractive 
dimension to our traditional British way of 
life. We should be grateful to the 
Immigrants.” 

Indeed, indeed! 

We have already chronicled in this 
column such exciting new culture forms as 
the Asian community in Southall burning 
their dead and scattering the ashes from 
boats in the upper reaches of Old Father 
Thames while British families picnicking on 
the banks looked on in amazement; and the 
Police raid on the Nigerian cannibals’ 
kitchen in North Kensington in which were 
found pots of human flesh preserves and 
part of a human leg simmering in a 
pressure-cooker (there’s progress for you!). 

Now representatives of the Kenyan 
Asian community are starting to make their 
contribution to the weft and warp of 
Britain’s cultural scene. 

Surbeet Singh Ram, 21, newly arrived 
in Battersea from Kenya, admitted at the 
Old Bailey that he had indecently assualted a 
22 year old French student. Reports of the 
case state that a further charge of attempted 
rape of the girl was “‘left on file’’. 

At this first trial he made the plea that 
he carried out the assault “while possessed 
of a spirit” which spirit had been inflicted 
on him by his “enemies in Nairobi”. While 
such a fantastic plea might have been credible 
coming from an African, it was not very 
credible coming from a person who, though 
born in Kenya is an adherent to the Sikh 
religion. 

His plea certainly did not impress the 
Judge at the first trial, who stated: “I am 
not going to have the time of this court 
wasted. Ram’s submission that he was 
possessed has no authority in law to enable 
him to contest a criminal charge.” This 
angered Ram’s defence counsel who pro- 
tested that the Judge’s remarks had placed 
him in an “embarrassing position”. 

During the course of his second trial 
Ram pleaded guilty. He told the Court that 
he had been to see a vicar in Hampstead 
(where else?) who had exorcised him. 

This case illustrates how exciting British 
culture is becoming! After all, where else 
could we have Sikh Asians from Kenya 
sexually assaulting French students whilst 


under a Voodoo spell transmitted to Batter- 


sea from Nairobi? I hope you all feel ever so 
grateful, and pleased that you had to pay 


out for two trials for the appropriately named 
Mr. Ram. 


Makarios hoisted in own petard 


The Greek Cypriots have brought out 
their shooters again — this time they are 
banging away at each other. Good. 

The British press and spokesmen for 
the Labour Government and Conservative 
and Liberal ‘opposition’ parties have a rather 
different attitude. According to them Arch- 
bishop Makarios is a saintly fellow, a true 
friend of Britain and a force for “modera- 
tion” in a land threatened by “extremism”. 
That the “Elder Statesman of the Common- 
wealth” should be toppled in this way would 
appear to be as great an outrage as the 
successful hijacking of Santa Clause on his 
Christmas Eve sleighride. 

What a load of rubbish! Makarios is a 
vile and murderous swine who should have 
been hanged from the same gallows that 
Jomo Kenyatta, Menachem Begin and other 
anti-British gangsters of the post-war period 
should also have decorated. 

He was the main political inspiration 
behind the EOKA murder gang during the 
pre-independence emergency. This became 
so clear that even the weak-kneed British 
Government saw fit to exile him from the 
island as a vital step in combatting terrorist 
outrages. The relationship between Makarios 
and EOKA was exactly comparable to the 
relationship between the Sinn Fein and the 
I.R.A. 

If further evidence be needed that 
Makarios is just as much of a “man of 
violence” as the gangsters who, at the 
moment, appear to have overthrown him, 
let it be remembered that during one period 
of inter-communal violence between the 
Greek and Turkish population in Cyprus 
prior to the big ‘independence’ emergency, 
Makarios was arrested as a gun-runner. He 
was caught smuggling a rifle which he had 
secreted on his saintly person underneath 
his voluminous priest’s skirts. 

He was a personal friend of General 
Grivas, the leader of EOKA and Nicos 
Sampson, the leader of the EOKA Execution 
Squad, who has proclaimed himself President 
of Cyprus in the recent coup. When the 
British Government climbed down in the 
face of terrorist violence (as British 
Governments always climb down when 
challenged by foreign terrorist riff-raff — 
Ulster Loyalists beware!) and _ granted 
Cyprus ‘independence’, Makarios appeared 
at many EOKA celebrations with his arms 
gratefully draped around those of Grivas 
and Sampson. 

While Makarios, Grivas (now thank- 


fully dead) and Sampson are all “equally 
spattered with other peoples’ blood, the 
difference between Makarios and his two 
erstwhile colleagues is that they were 
involved in terrorism as a means of achieving 
Enosis — that is, the merger of Cyprus into 
the Greek nation — while Makarios only 
gave lip-service to that cause as a means of 
using the EOKA gangsters to drive the 
British from the island so that he could 
assume personal power over it himself. 

Having achieved that goal, Makarios 
then betrayed the Enosis concept. (Why 
share power when you can have it all?) 
This naturally angered Grivas, Sampson and 
their backers in the Greek armed forces, and 
they began to make guerilla war on the 
Makarios administration 

Nicos Sampson may up to the present 
time have a more consistent political record, 
but he is just as revolting a character as 
Makarios. As Chief of the EOKA Execution 
Squad in Nicosia he was responsible for 
numerous cowardly murders against not 
just British servicemen but also against their 
families. The bravest of Sampson’s band of 
heros could just about pluck up enough 
courage to shoot unarmed off-duty Service- 
men in the back. But those who did not 
have the guts for this made women and 
children their targets. 

Who can forget the murder of Mrs 
Cutliffe in the Nicosia market during the 
height of the EOKA emergency? Mrs Cutliffe, 
the wife of a Serviceman, was out shopping 
with her five year old son. One of Sampson’s 
vermin crept up behind her and filled her 
back with revolver bullets. 

The few British civilians who were 
nearby at the time reported that they had to 
force their way through a crowd of Greek- 
Cypriot onlookers who were laughing and 
jeering at the terrified and sobbing little 
boy as he tried to evoke a response from 
the lifeless corpse of his mother. 

The British shoppers who had come to 
Mrs. Cutliffe’s assistance implored the 
laughing onlookers to call for an ambulance 
and to bring water. Their reaction to this 
request was to turn their backs and walk 
away. 

I hope the Turks invade the island and 
sort out the Greek Cypriot brood good and 
proper once and for all. If that causes the 
massive and unwanted Greek Cypriot 
population of North London to rush back 
to their homeland and join in the battle, so 
much the better for us — but sadly I doubt 
if many would do that. After all, it is so 
much safer to wave pictures of Makarios in 
demonstrations in London than to take up 
arms against real soldiers. 


Page seventeen 


BIG 

DATES IN 
COMING 
MONTHS 


We take this opportunity to inform 
all National Front supporters of the major 
activities taking place during the coming 
four months. If those wishing to attend are 
aware of the dates well in advance, they 
can keep the dates open and they have ample 
time to arrange coach parties for those 
activities that involve long distance travel. | 

The NF wants to achieve a really big 
turn-out on all of these occasions so as to 
demonstrate the progress and growth of the 
party since last year. Branches, groups and 
regional and area organisations should start 
now organising coach parties. 

It is probable that a General Election 
will be called in either September or October, 
but so far it is not known in which of these 
months it will be. For this reason two pro- 
visional dates have been set for the march 
and meeting in support of the Loyalists in 
Ulster. The march and meeting will be held 
on Saturday, September 7th if no election 
has been called by that time. If an election 
has been called and is due to take place in 
the month of September the date of the pro- 
Loyalist march will be switched to Saturday, 
October Sth. 

The dates for the activities are as 
follows:— 


Sat. August 24th: 
MARCH AND MEETING — MANCHESTER 
Assemble Fairfield Street, off London Road, 
2.30 p.m. Coaches can park behind 
Piccadilly Station. 


Sat. September 7th: 

MARCH AND MEETING LONDON 
Held in support of Loyalists in Ulster 
Assemble Embankment, Charing Cross (by 
Charing Cross Underground Sta.) 2.30 p.m. 
(Only to take place in the event of no 
General Election in September). 

Sat. October Sth: 

March and meeting as per above arrangements 
if cancelled on September 7th because of 
election. 


Sun. November 10th: 
REMEMBRANCE DAY MARCH AND 
MEETING — LONDON 
Assemble Bressenden Place (opposite Victoria 
Sta.) 2.15 p.m. 

All those intending to come to these 
activities should start preparing arrange- 
ments now. 
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At long last the National Front has the 
chance to realise a much cherished ambition — 
to form its own brass band for marchers and 
other big public events. In the past it has 
managed to produce a drum corps, which 
has proved very popular, but has not had 
either the people or the instruments to 
form a fully fledged band. Now it is on the 
way to doing this, and we hope that suppor- 
ters will help it go the whole way. 

Mr. John Noyes of Slough Branch has 
got together a band numbering 22 — apart 
from the members of the old drum corps, 
who will be welcome to join. He wants to 
recruit more so that a really big band will be 
available to lead the great march taking place 
on Remembrance Day this November. Some 
of his bandsmen are NF members willing to 


National Front in 
South Africa 


The first Overseas Group of the N.F. 
has been formed in South Africa. 

This is an area where there 
tremendous potential for N.F. support. 

Though the Group will not be able to 
directly take part in U.K. elections, there 
are many ways in which it can, and in which 
it intends to support the N.F. and further 
its cause. 

Will 
contact:— 
Michael Childs, 

23 Byzantine Heights, 

54 Buckingham Avenue, 
Craighall Park, 

Johannesburg. 

David Habbitts, 

80 Simon Street, 

Kynfield, Benoni 

Transvaal 

Tel. Home. Benoni 849 1524. 

It would be especially appreciated if 
all those who have friends and relatives 
in Southern Africa can write and persuade 
them to lend their support. 


is 


all those interested please 


Pass on 


SPEARHEAD 
to your friends 


HELP N.F. 
BRASS BAND: 


give their services free, some are non-members 
who will require to be paid but who are 
willing to turn up for the occasion and other 
similar occasions. 

To assist the promotion of this band a 
special Brass Band Fund has been started. 
The fund will be devoted towards paying 
bandsmen where required and towards the 
purchase and transportation of instruments. 

This is in the way of a twofold appeal. 
We want money for the Brass Band Fund 
and bandsmen for the band. Would anyone 
donating money please make out their 
cheques to the National Front and send them 
to NF Headquarters at 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon CRO 2QF. Would all prospective 
bandsmen who wish to join the band write to 
Mr. John Noyes at 58 Dutton Way, Iver, 
Bucks. 


Obituary 


We are deeply sorry to hear that Mr. 
James Twist of Blackburn Branch of the 
National Front died last month. 

Mr. Twist and his wife have over the 
years been among the most loyal and 
dedicated members of the Branch and must 
be thanked for much of the work that has 
made its growth possible. Their work at 
election times has _ been particularly 
outstanding. 

We send out our condolences to Mrs. 
Twist, and we are sure that in this all NF 
supporters will join us. 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, the new pro- 
National Front monthly. Britain First can 
be bought from your local branch at 5p. 
Copies can be obtained from National 
Front HO office in bulk at the following 
prices: — 


50 copies £1.50 (plus 30p postage) 
100 copies £3.00 (plus 36p postage) 
200 copies £5.00 (plus 48p postage) 
300 copies £7.50 (plus 58p postage) 
400 copies £8.00 (plus 73p postage) 
500 copies £10.00 (plus £1.09 postage) 


One of the best ways in which you 
can help the NF cause is to buy a bulk 
supply every month and distribute it in 
your area. Our office is not anxious to be 
tied down to the operation of sending out 
great numbers of single copies, but we will 
send single samples by return of post to 
anyone who writes to us enclosing 5p 
plus S.A.E. of at least foolscap size to 
facilitate quick and easy dispatch. 

Write to: 50 Pawsons Road, Croy- 
don, CRO 20F. 


Warning: Spearhead NATIONAL FRONT MARCH AND MEETING IN 
and General Election MANCHESTER 


This is to warn readers that it may be THEME: 


Defend Law & Order 


necessary to suspend publication of Spear- 
head for a month around the time of the 
next General Election. 

In the event of an election, not only 
will it probably be impossible for our Editor 2 - S fe 
to give the necessary time to production of an ree peec 


the journal in view of his responsibilities as 


Chairman of the National Front, there is SATURDAY, AUGUST 24th —-— 2.30 p.m. 

also the fact that all our printing resources wt 

will be fully occupied turning out election Assemble: Fairfield Street, off London Road. 

literature. Coaches can park behind Piccadilly Station. 
If once an election has been called : ; . 

the next issue of Spearhead due does not Get in touch with your local branch for details of 

appear on time will readers please spare transport arrangements. 


themselves (and us) a mass of letters and 
telephone calls of complaint. They will 
know from this advance warning what has 


happened, and they can be sure that, as has COME TO LONDON FOR GREAT RALLY 

happened before, they will still receive the ON SEPTEMBER 7th 

12 issues for which their subscription has 

paid. On the above date the National Front, in collaboration with Ulster Loyalist 


: groups in Northern Ireland, Scotland and England, will be holding a march 
NF Annual Conference: and meeting on the theme: 
Change of Date 

viercrwaesse wissve |  SUIPPORT LOYALISTS 
National Front Annual Conference in October 
this year as is normal, because of the 
probability of a General Election either in | N UL TE R 
that month or in September. Both the 
General Election and the Annual Conference ar ; i er aes ee Se 
involve a great deal of preparatory work It is vital that this demonstration in the nation’s capital is a success in view of the press 
which occupies the staff at National Head- propaganda that the people of Mainland Britain wish to desert Ulster and in view of the 
quarters. For this reason it is important that 


disgraceful pro-!.R.A. funeral march that was allowed to take place in London earlier 


the two dates do not collide, even this year. 
approximately. Marchers should assemble on the Embankment just by Charing Cross Underground 
It is planned instead to hold the Station at 2.30 p.m. The venue of the meeting will be announced later. 


Annual Conference in either November this 
year or January 1975. Originally, a date in 
early December was preferred, but premises 
were not available on any Saturday at that 
time. All members will be notified of the 
exact date later. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!’’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 


great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
Appeal from National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
Canterbury Branch The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 


Canterbury Branch of the National puts ee 


Front have asked us to appeal to all readers " = 
to help them meet a bill of £100 which they Britain 


have to pay for repairs to Westgate Hall, . 
damaged as a result of an organised physical First 
attack by extreme left-wingers on an NF 
meeting there in June. 

Following a previous attack by the 
same gang, the Branch were informed that 


they could only book the hall on condition The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
that they undertook to pay for any damage j print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
caused in the event of a further attack, and mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
this they agreed to do. movement in Britain. 

Would readers please send their contri- So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
butions to National Front, Canterbury National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 
Branch, 31 St. Michaels Place, Canterbury, spent. 

Kent. 
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R. BARCOCK 


WHY NOT TRY 


A FLOG-IT 


A SUCCESSFUL METHOD that my own 
Branch has tried of fund raising is what is 
known as a “Flog-It”. The idea of a flog-it 
is not to rely on charity to accumulate 
Branch funds but to earn them from the 
general public. A flog it is basically an 
auction and the items for auction are 
obtained from members and their friends 
on the following terms: 

Term A. A gift and the N.F. keep the 
whole proceeds of the sale. 

Term B. A reserve price is placed on the 
item and the N.F. charge 10% of the reserve 
price on reaching the reserveyjand 50% for 
anything that they make in excess of the 
reserve. 


Birds of 
a Feather 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to 
POINTING RIGHT, Auckland, New Zealand. 


Oh foolish human beings, blessed with 
hearing, speech and sight, 

You don’t like others’ way of life — 

But what if they are right? 

You try to force what you believe, 

Down other people’s throats, 

If you don’t care for Rugby, 

Don’t spoil it for other folks. 


My friends (the other birds) and me, 
We live a simple life, 

We respect the ways of others, 

We have very little strife. 

We all have feathers, beaks and wings, 
We all build nests that’s true, 

We all lay eggs and hatch them out, 
For us that’s nothing new. 


But in our daily habits, we differ 

As chalk from cheese, 

The blackbird likes his worms and snails, 

Sparrows don’t care for these. 

We do not mate with other birds, 

We do not think it’s right, 

The offspring of blackbird and dove, 
Would be neither black nor white. 


We’re very happy with our life, 

We’ve nothing here to hide. 

We all develop separately, we practise 
— APARTHEID! 


— Barry Wilcox. 
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Term C. The item is sold for what the N.F. 
can get, and they charge 25% of the sale 
price for the sale. 

Term D. A reserve is placed on the item, and 
the N.F. keep all that they make in excess of 
the reserve. 

The advantage of auctioning goods in 
the above manner is that you attract good 
quality goods, and the vendor gets his price, 
the purchaser often gets a bargain, and most 
important the N.F. gets a good profit. In 
our Flog-It, which lasted 1% hours, we made 
£52 clear profit, which was boosted by our 
ladies providing a good refreshment service 
and a raffle. 

The first thing to do once you know 
what items you have for your flog-it is to 
catalogue them on two lists numbering each 
item from 1 upwards stating the term, and 
the reserve where applicable. Next publicise 
your flog-it by way of leaflets and newspaper 
ads, etc. 

On the night of your flog-it lay the 
goods on display all round the walls of your 
hall with one half of a raffle ticket bearing 
the appropriate catalogue number secured to 
the item. Allow half an hour for viewing 
before the auction begins. For the auction 
place your volunteer auctioneer at the head 
of the hall armed with a loud-hailer, and one 
copy of the catalogue in order that he knows 
the lot number of the items that he is 
auctioneering and also the reserve that he 


MONEY 


must make in order to complete a sale. 
Together with these you need an auctioneer’s 
assistant, whose job it is to hold up the 
items where possible while they are being 
auctioned. It is helpful if the two can strike 
up a humourous repartee now and again to 
add to the entertainment value of the 
auction. In our own case the locals enjoyed 
themselves so much that we were asked to 
hold another flog-it as soon as possible, which 
of course we shall be only to pleased to do. 

In the body of the hall place a steward 
at each side whose job it is to prevent 
pilfering, and when a sale is made to go to 
the cash desk and collect the half of the raffle 
ticket corresponding to the lot that has 
been sold, and give it to the purchaser. Once 
the purchaser has his ticket he may go to the 
cash desk and pay for his goods. The raffle 
ticket is then initialled by the cashier, and 
the purchaser can then go and present his 
initialled ticket to a steward who will hand 
the goods to him to take away. 

The cash desk should be manned by 
two people, one with a catalogue to take 
down the prices as the goods are auctioned, 
and the other to take the money and pay 
out the reserves, etc., to the vendors. The 
person who takes the money on the cash 
desk should also be responsible for handing 
out the other half of the raffle ticket to a 
steward. On the cash desk do remember to 
initial tickets on which you have taken 
money in order that the purchaser may 
claim his goods, and do ensure that you have 
the names and addresses of people requiring 
a return on their goods by way of a reserve, 
etc. 

The profit of your flog-it can be 
boosted by having refreshments for sale and 
running a raffle. 

Good luck with your flog-its and may 
they enable us to put up many more 
candidates in the next general election! 


NEEDED NOW 


A General Election is likely to take place within the next couple 
of months. The National Front, having fought 54 seats in the General 
Election in February, hopes to expand its representation to cover over 
70 seats and thus make an even bigger impact than before. To make 
the very maximum impact the National Front needs MONEY -— all 
the money it can get. Help now by giving all that you can spare to 
make the coming NF election campaign the best ever. A good 
performance in the coming Election can underline that the National 
Front is the party of the future. 

Send your donations to: National Front General Election Fund, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 20F. 
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